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Spec | Note— For shipments larger than published clearances permit, advance acceptance must be obtained from Superintendent of Transportation. 


IE RAILROAD * 7c “eaey 


45 A YEAR 


A Working Tool for Traffic Men 






































Published 
clearance line 
for Erie. Ship- 
ments within 


















this line require 
mo special 
movement or 
approval 









Offers You 


HIGHER 


and 


WIDER 


CLEARANCES 













































Maximum pub- 
lished clear- 
ances between 
Chicago and 
New York via 
other roads 
























HAMMOND IND., AND JERSEY CITY, W. J. 


% 
- 


ne ae 


c 5 
r i 
“i 





TRAFFIC WORLD Novem 





ae 


\ 


ja 


Edi 


NOTICE TO OUR SHIPPERS m 


The United States Maritime Commission has requested the 
intercoastal lines to divert a number of their ships to routes 
and services more urgently required for purposes of national 
defense, and as we wish to cooperate with the Government 
to the fullest extent, it has been necessary for us to rearrange 


our schedules. 


With fewer ships at our disposal, our North Atlantic service 
will hereafter offer a sailing approximately once every ten 
days. With the exception of Manhattan, however, which will 


be omitted as a port of call for the time being, our itinerary 


Ra 
. . N. 
will remain unchanged. nn 
, Tr 
Our South Atlantic service will be operated on a twenty day Qu 
Do 
frequency, but, again in view of the lesser number of ships Dj 
; . - . 5‘ ” Do 
available, Puerto Rico will be omitted until further notice. Pe 
With the return of normal times, we expect to again increase aI 
our service to its previous status. Meanwhile, we hope that we Nam 
Pr 

may continue to enjoy your support as we have in the past. 
( 
Pub 
AMERICAN-HAWAIIAN STEAMSHIP COMPANY ED 
H. d 
: 
DJ 
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Henry A. Palmer, Editor 
NOVEMBER 22, 1941 


Perfect Shipping Month 


The board of directors of the National Associa- 
® tion of Advisory Boards is to be congratulated on 
its decision to repeat, in 1942, the April Perfect Ship- 
ping Month Campaign that has been so successful in 
the last five years. There may be some reason for re- 
get that the regional boards themselves were not 
unanimous in their demand for that repetition—only 
three out of the thirteen having voted unqualifiedly 
for it—and that the decision of the board was an- 
nounced to the meeting in a manner that left those 
present in some doubt as to just what it meant, but the 
fact remains that, in spite of the vote of a majority of 
the boards for a modification of the plan of the earlier 
campaigns or for a complete abandonment of Perfect 
Shipping Month next year, the national board of di- 
rectors had the wisdom to decide that “this work be 
not dropped.” 


It has been known for some time that some repre- 
sentatives of the elements on which much of the work 
of Perfect Shipping Month has fallen in the past were 
reluctant to take it on again next year in the face of 
increased duties all down the line among those who 
have to do with transportation, but there was some- 
thing paradoxical in the view that the strain of the de- 
fense program on transportation and traffic men seemed 


likely to cause the abandonment of an activity that 
worked so perfectly into that program. Damage to 
freight affects production in two ways. In the first 
place, it is sheer waste, not only economic waste, but 
waste of materials, in some of which—if administra- 
tion bureaus are to be believed—there are already se- 
rious shortages. The classification committees, for in- 
stance, have seen fit to relax a bit on packing require- 
ments, at least partly because of threatened shortages 
of the materials from which cartons and boxes are 
made. Cold logic says that, paralleling that easing in 
packing requirements, there ought to be especial effort 
to see to it that the goods enclosed in those cartons and 
boxes are not damaged so as to require a duplication 
of the packing materials—to say nothing of the en- 
closed goods—in order successfully to accomplish their 
transportation. 


The required duplication, when freight is damaged, 
is not only in the goods and the packing materials, 
however; it is also in the transportation itself. Of what 
use are efforts to load and unload cars promptly and to 
load them more heavily, if the freight handled is dam- 
aged and has to be shipped all over again? We have 
seen many and interesting studies on the subject of the 
money loss to the railroads in claims paid, but it might 





OUR PLATFORM 
(THE LONG HAUL) 


A revised system of transportation regulation based on 
modern competitive conditions, instead of patchwork amend- 
ment of the old law to make it apply to new transport 
agencies; less, instead of more, government control. 

Private ownership and operation of all transport. Take 
the government out of the ocean and inland waterway trans- 
portation business. 

Keep politics out of rate-making. 

_ An authoritative determination by competent and un- 
biased investigation as to whether commercial motor vehicles 
are paying their fair share of the cost of highways used by 
them in their business, and a uniform application of the 
Principles thus arrived at. 

Proper payment by inland waterway transport for the 
use of the waterways as a place of doing business. 

Realization by railroads that they must do something by 


way of group operating economies to help themselves and co- 
operation by shippers in such economies. 

Coordination of rail and truck facilities and joint rates, 
where practicable and advantageous. 

An Interstate Commerce Commission composed of men, 
not only of good character and general ability, but with some 
special training in and knowledge of the matters with which 
they have to deal. 

Non-discriminatory and reasonable rates for shippers, 
but a rate level high enough to give the transport agencies 
the adequate revenue prescribed by sound public policy. 

A traffic department, in charge of a capable traffic man, 
for every business concern doing any considerable amount of 
shipping, and a realization by industrial traffie men that they 
must equip themselves to give the sort of service that will 
justify employing them. 


(THE SHORT HAUL) 


Every effort by railroads not only to expand their car 
and motive power supply to meet the present emergency 
demands, but to make their present supply go as far as pos- 
sible. Cooperation by shippers in these efforts. 

A firm attitude on the part of the railroads against the 
exorbitant demands of labor for wage increases, but a scien- 
tific treatment of the matter, nevertheless, by granting in- 
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creases, where they are justified, provided labor will consent 
to fair revision of working rules. 

A scientific and fair treatment of the transportation 
problem by the board created by Congress to make recom- 
mendations for legislation. 


Kill the St. Lawrence waterway proposal. 
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be interesting, at the present time, also to develop some 
figures as to the added transportation necessitated by 
the damage on which the claims must be paid. 

Some of those who feel that Perfect Shipping 
Month ought to be “skipped” next year, assert that, 
after five consecutive annual campaigns, a recess for 
a year will not stay the cumulative effect and that the 
campaign may be resumed in 1943 without perceptible 
harm. Those who speak that way know nothing of the 
building of public interest in such matters—of what we 
know as advertising. It is interesting to note that one 
of the country’s smartest advertising men, some years 
ago, used a simile drawn from transportation to illus- 
trate the point. The late William Wrigley, whose or- 
ganization spent and still spends millions of dollars 
yearly for advertising, was advised, in one of the deep 
depression years, to discontinue advertising entirely 
for a year. 

“Your promotion, after all these years, has gained 
sufficient momentum to carry you on for a year with- 
out the expenditure,” his advisor said. 


Said the chewing gum magnate, in reply: “The 
railroads have been shoveling coal into their locomo- 
tives for a good many years, too, but how far do you 
think ‘momentum’ would haul their freight if they quit 
for a while?” 

The man who knows the business of promotion 
and advertising knows that a “recess” for a year in 
Perfect Shipping Month would not only slow down the 
movement but would stop it altogether. All of the ex- 
pense, effort, and thought generously poured into the 
last five campaigns by shippers and railroads alike will 
have gone for naught if there is no campaign in 1942, 
and it will take a much greater impetus to start again 
in some future year. 

Abandonment in 1942, on the part of the railroads, 
would not merely indicate shortsightedness; it would 
indicate blindness. 

The remarks of Chairman Eastman, at the na- 
tional association luncheon last week—about the ad- 
visory boards completing the transportation family 
circle by including other modes of transportation—-lead 
us to repeat the advice contained in this column in the 
course of the 1941 campaign, that those other agencies 
be invited to participate in future Perfect Shipping 
Month efforts. Chairman Eastman went further. He 
suggested that they be included in other shippers’ ad- 
visory board activities in the same manner and meas- 
ure as the railroads. 


There are, of course, practical difficulties in the 
way of such a development. Up to the present, the ad- 
ministrative expenses of the regional boards and their 
national association have been met by the railroads. 
Indeed, the matter of inclusion of highway carriers 
was discussed at the annual meeting of the national as- 
sociation four years ago and the shippers themselves 
decided that, in view of the financial support they were 
accepting from the railroads, there would be impro- 
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priety in opening the organization to highway mat. 
ters. 

Chairman Eastman, doubtless, knew all that, how. 
ever, when he made the suggestion—as he had made jt 
before. He must have had in mind that, in order tp 
adopt it, there would have to be considerable altera. 
tion in the basic structure of the regional boards and 4 
new plan of financing. He didn’t say so, but it must 
have been his opinion that the benefits to be derived 
from an organization in which all forms of transporta- 
tion met with all their users would be worth the work 
and expense of the changes. 

Many of the shippers who attend the regional and 
national meetings feel that, in paying their own trans. 
portation and living expenses in connection with those 
meetings and in devoting their time to the work of the 
boards, they are contributing more than their share 
to the cost of what, after all, is a work they consider 
primarily of help to the railroads in car service. The 
fact is, however, that they attend those meetings, as 
they attend those of other shipper organizations, for 
the good they get out of them as individuals, the good 
their firms get out of them as firms, and the good of 
shippers generally. 

We have no opinion as to whether the regional 
boards and their national association ought to revise 
their machinery to take care of their own financing, 
or whether there ought to be an agreement among the 
railroads, the trucks, and other types of transportation 
to prorate the expense. There cannot be the slightest 
doubt, however, that, whatever plan is worked out, 
some way ought to be found to extend the benefits of 
the shippers’ advisory organizations to transportation 
as a whole. We hope the committee created by the 
national body, in response to Chairman Eastman’s sug- 
gestion, will investigate the matter thoroughly and 
make some definite recommendations. 


The St. Lawrence Canal 


The St. Lawrence Seaway project doesn’t seem to 

be faring so well in the consideration even of some 
of those who might be expected to be its friends. Last 
week, for instance, the National Industrial Traffic 
League, which, while not exactly a body that is neces- 
sarily expected to favor waterway projects, neverthe- 
less, contains in its membership many men who either 
do aggressively favor them or, because their “interests” 
are more or less affected, keep silent when they are 
being discussed or voted on, took decisive action against 
the St. Lawrence proposal. Perhaps this was due, in 
part, to the absence from the meeting of Mr. Keiser, 
of Duluth, chairman of its committee that has such 
things under its jurisdiction. He was in Miami, Florida. 
successfully attempting to get the Rivers and Harbors 
Congress to take action against regulation of watel- 
ways. But even the Rivers and Harbors Congress didn't 
listen to him, if he had anything to say on the subject, 

(Continued on page 1320) 
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WASHINGTON. 





“No business stands still; no 
business remains the same. The 
cast iron interpretation which 
the report would place on the 
statute would, according to a 
check made since the report 
was released, deprive the ap- 
plicant of more than 65 per 
cent of its business—an opera- 
tion which it has taken since 1933 to build up. Hence, approval 
of the report would cause irreparable loss.” 

So says Joseph C. Colquitt in support of exceptions filed 
by him to the proposed report of Examiner W. W. McCaslin 
in MC 48405, Wayne Motor Lines, Inc., common carrier ap- 
plication. All the report would do, according to Mr. Colquitt, 
would be to give to the applicant the right to haul cotton yarn, 
only one of the hundreds of commodities transported hitherto, 
from three points of origin in North Carolina, on a finding 
that on the grandfather date that was all the line was hauling, 
although it was a common carrier, still ready to haul almost 
anything. 


What Sort of Law Is 
the Commission Making 
of the Motor Act? 





It is believed by many that Presi- 
dent Roosevelt improved his stand- 
ing with thinking men when he 
said: “I tell you frankly that the 
government of the United States 
will not order, nor will Congress 
pass legislation ordering a _ so- 
called closed shop.” He was speak- 
ing to the miner chiefs and the 
heads of the steel companies having captive coal mines as part 
of a command to make a settlement of their dispute so as to 
— up the supply of coal for steel making for national 
efense. 

In form, that language is meaningful. What its substance 
might be was not perceptible immediately after Lewis allowed 
the strike to be resumed under the euphemism that the miners 
had no contract with the operators. In theory, the President 
improved his standing when he added that “the government 
will never compel this 5 per cent (of non-union men in the 
captive mines) to join the union by a government decree.” And 
still more so when he observed that such compulsion “would be 
too much like Hitler methods toward labor.” 

It was admitted that the matter, even before it seemed 
to be nearing a crisis, had put the President on the hottest 
of hot spots, if it could be believed that he was near a break 
with organized labor and not merely severing the last vestige 
of the tie between himself and John L. Lewis, the contributor 
of an immense sum from the chest of his miners to the Roose- 
velt campaign fund in 1936, thereby, as some believe, fasten- 
ing On the country the atrocities of the Wagner labor act that 
practically made it impossible for an employer to give an em- 
ploye a smile without bringing on him an accusation of coercive 
labor practices. It might be, they thought, a break between 
Roosevelt and labor and a determination on his part to be the 
President of all the people and not merely of highly organized 
and aggressive minorities, each designated in the division of 
things for “its share.” 

There is a feeling on the part of some, however, that the 
quoted language is indicative more of political expediency than 
aeconversion to the idea of freedom of choice for laboring 

Expediency is suggested by the fact that, when the Presi- 
dent uttered the words, he revealed the reason therefor by 
calling attention to the pressure on him for sponsoring anti- 
strike legislation. He said he was not threatening. But that 
's taken by many as mere rhetoric. He was threatening that, 
if the strike was not eliminated, he would get back of pro- 
bosals for legislation. 

But back of all the speculation, prior to the time for his 
taking of Steps, was the query as to whether the threatening 
Was not aimed more at John L. Lewis than at the subject 
matter as a whole, on the theory that, if Franklin Roosevelt 
could make Lewis come to taw, other leaders would take direc- 


tion from the White House in such matters rather than attempt 


Labor Puts Roosevelt 
on the Hottest 
of Hot Spots 
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to give direction to the White House. Lewis, prior to the break 
after the whale of a contribution the miners made to the Roose- 
velt campaign fund, acted as if he believed he could give orders 
to the White House and have them carried out. Then Lewis 
bolted Roosevelt in the last campaign. And, while Roosevelt 
won, Lewis seemed to be strong—so strong that he annoyed 
the White House exceedingly. But, seemingly, Roosevelt could 
block him with the talk that pleased those who have been 
irritated, if nothing more, by the imperious demands for the 
closed shop so those not inclined to give the President credit 
for anything more than political opportunism, are wondering 
if the master politician, in his outbreak against the closed shop, 
was not aiming more against Lewis than the closed shop idea. 





Earnestness in discussion of 
the states’ rights phase by a 
spokesman for the Los An- 
geles, Calif., harbor commis- 
sion, in the argument before 
the Commission November 17 
in Ex Parte 144, the wharf- 
inger status case, elsewhere 
in this issue, was inspired by 
more than the prospect of regulation of wharves by the Com- 
mission, so far as Los Angeles was concerned. The defense of 
state and municipal rights against so-called encroachment by 
the federal government was motivated to a large degree by 
an action instituted by the government in federal district court 
at Los Angeles, an action entitled “United States of America 
vs. 333.6 Acres of Land, the City of Los Angeles and the 
Board of Harbor Commissioners of Los Angeles.” The title is 
no oddity to those who recall, from prohibition days, federal 
court cases such as “United States of America vs. 200 Bottles 
of Beer,” involving confiscation of the then illegal brew. 

Lawyers interested in the Los Angeles case, in which the 
federal government claims ownership of Terminal Island, in 
Los Angeles Harbor, a tract “created” by dredging, assert that, 
if the United States should establish ownership as it intends 
to do, not one cent of compensation would be paid to the 
City of Los Angeles. A federal government victory in this 
proceeding, say the attorneys for Los Angeles, would have the 
effect of casting a cloud on the title of every owner of prop- 
erty, public or private, on areas such as Miami Beach, Fla., 
the Chicago lakefront, a major portion of the Boston, Mass., 
business district, and at many other sea or river ports. In 
the Los Angeles case, Terminal Island is desired by the fed- 
eral government for use by the Navy. Few believe that the 
government would attempt to establish ownership of so-called 
submerged or tide lands along all the country’s rivers or sea- 
shores if it should be successful in the Los Angeles proceed- 
ing, but the American Association of Port Authorities is join- 
ing in the fight to forestall the possibility of any attempts 
of that sort. 


"United States vs. 333.6 
Acres of Land, et al.” 
Means Major Legal Fight 





Buried in a report submitted to the 
Atlantic Deeper Waterways Asso- 
ciation, at its recent meeting at 
Miami, Fla., by Capt. Herrol J. 
Skidmore, executive assistant, army 
corps of engineers, on maintenance 
and improvement of river and har- 
bor works in the Jacksonville, Fla., 
engineer department district, was 
this statement, showing how unforeseen difficulties may add 
to the cost of waterway maintenance: 


Water Hyacinths in 
Florida Waterways 
Irk Army Engineers 


The removal of the water hyacinths from the navigable waters 
in the state of Florida has been a problem for many years. Various 
methods in the past have been employed to combat the menace. One 
effective method embodied spraying the plants with an arsenic solu- 
tion. This method was prohibited by law for the reason of the destruc- 
tive effect upon cattle feeding on the plants. More recently, small 
boats equipped with circular saws actuated by gasoline engines have 
been employed with a certain degree of success. 


Brigadier General Youngberg, chief engineer of the Florida 
Navigation District, called attention to that statement and 
added that, though thousands of dollars had been spent in 
attempts to rid the Georgia and Florida waterways of water 
hyacinths, the problem of eradicating them remained unsolved 
and the hyacinths continued to thrive. He said this infestation 
of inland navigation channels had been attributed to the action 
of a Georgia farmer, who had imported such plants for com- 
mercial development, in disposing of some of them by throw- 
ing them into a nearby river. There, according to the story, 
the water hyacinths throve and spread with prodigious rapidity, 
eventually impeding waterway traffic much in the same manner 
as the water chestnuts impede small craft on the Potomac 
River. 








Although it is probably a 
waste of time and good 
paper to do so, Walter E. 
Spahr, professor of eco- 
nomics, New York Univer- 
sity, and secretary of the 
Economists’ national com- 
mittee on monetary policy, 
in an “open letter to Con- 
gress,” points out what he calls the amazing parallelism be- 
tween the theories of the administration in Washington about 
monetary and fiscal policies today and those of the leaders of 
the French revolution, 1789-1797. 

Fantastic figuring done by Vice-President Wallace, Mar- 
riner Eccles, chairman of the board of governors of the Fed- 
eral Reserve Board, and Douglas Miller, described as a 
lecturer on the staff of Col. William Donovan (Wild Bill), 
provide the foundation. 

Wallace, writing about “The National Income and National 
Debt,” added together the public and the estimated private 
debt for selected years between 1921-1941 and concluded that 
the total of those debts in 1941 would be about ten billions 
greater than in 1929, but that the interest charges would be 
fully three billions less. That caused him to observe that “those 
who have seriously studied the greatly changed economic and 
financial conditions are no longer as concerned about so-called 
government spending as they used to be; not that we see our 
way clearly through the new debt structure that has been 
reared by the circumstances of the depression of the 1930’s 
and the defense program, but we do see more clearly that 
the huge volume of federal finances is but a feature of the 
tremendous world changes of the past few years.” 

Professor Spahr pointedly observed that large private debt 
accompanied prosperity in private enterprise; small private 
debt accompanied stagnation. Further he observed that large 
public debt could mean public bankruptcy; small public debt 
meant soundness in the nation’s fiscal affairs—that is, keeping 
non-income producing expenditures within the compass of the 
country’s revenue. 

“An increase in the public debt and a decline in the pri- 
vate debt,” he said, “point to a double danger—a tendency 
toward national bankruptcy and a great lack of health in pri- 
vate enterprise. Both can easily end in state collectivism’— 
the system of enterprise prevailing in Russia. 

“No nation can be bankrupt,” according to Eccles, “as 
long as it has all the manpower, all the productive facilities, 
and the raw materials that it had before.” 

According to Professor Spahr, the answer to that is that 
nations, in the sense of governments, have gone bankrupt, debts 
have been repudiated or written down, and great masses of 
people have been ruined, and that that has taken place even 
though they have had, in a sense, “all the manpower, all the 
productive facilities and the raw materials” they had before. 

A. E. H. 


Arresting Parallelism 
Between French Revolufion 
and Roosevelt Finance 


The St. Lawrence Canal 


(Continued from page 1318) 

with respect to the St. Lawrence Canal, for it failed 
specifically to endorse that project. The Atlantic 
Deeper Waterways Association, also meeting in Miami 
last week, likewise failed to mention the St. Lawrence 
in its resolutions. Just before that, the Mississippi Val- 
ley Association, devoted to waterway development in 
its own home grounds, actually condemned the St. 
Lawrence scheme. It is a thing that gives out such an 
odor that even those who might be predisposed to favor 
it or more or less desirous of doing so, because it is 
urged in the interest of “national defense,” avoid it. 

In this connection we were greatly intrigued by 
the remarks of Congressman Pittenger (see Traffic 
World, Nov. 15, p. 1290) in which he called attention 
to the fact that, in 1925, the St. Lawrence project was 
favored by a group of distinguished railroad executives 
of the kind now against it. We could do the same 
thing, though not to such a great extent, with regard 
to the government barge line on the Mississippi, favored, 
at the time it was proposed, even by the railroad that 
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had most to lose from its operation. Such things are 
impossible of explanation. It is difficult for us to gee 
how anybody with a thinking apparatus and who wil] 
use it can favor projects of this sort, much less a rail. 
road man who, even if he doesn’t care or know any. 
thing about sound public policy, ought to know some. 
thing about transportation and the effect on his and 
other railroad properties of subsidized competition, 
But even these, it seems, learn in time. 


Railroad Earnings 


Preliminary reports from 87 Class I railroads, representing 
81.5 per cent of total operating revenues, made public by the 
Association of American Railroads, showed that those railroads, 
in October, 1941, had estimated operating revenues amounting 
to $421,762,339, compared with $337,165,310 in the same month 
of 1940 and $394,791,619 in the same month of 1930. Operating 
revenues of those roads in October, 1941, were 25.1 per cent 
above those for October, 1940, and 6.8 per cent above October. 
1930, says a statement by the association, which added: 


Freight revenues of the 87 Class I railroads in October, 1941 
amounted to $357,705,192 compared with $282,044,719 in October, 1940 
and $315,667,715 in October, 1930. Freight revenues in October, 1941 
were 26.8 per cent above the same month in 1940, and 13.3 per cent 
above the same month in 1930. 

Passenger revenues in October, 1941, according to these preliminary 
reports from 87 Class I railroads, totaled $35,371,472 compared with 
$28,478,608 in October, 1940, and $44,811,623 in October, 1930. For the 
month of October, 1941, they were 24.2 per cent above the same month 
in 1940, but 21.1 per cent below the same month in 1930. 


Eastern District 

Thirty-four Class I railroads, representing 90.5 per cent of total 
operating revenues in the Eastern district, in October, 1941, had esti- 
mated operating revenues of $227,041,891 compared with $181,195,998 in 
October, 1940, and $209,476,607 in October, 1930. Operating revenues of 
the Class I railroads in the eastern district in October, 1941, were 25.3 
per cent above the same month in 1940, and 8.4 per cent above October, 
1930. 

Freight revenues of those railroads in October, 1941, amounted to 
$191,282,900 compared with $148,869,390 in October, 1940, and $162,021,131 
in October, 1930. Freight revenues of those railroads in October, 1941, 
were 28.5 per cent above the same month in 1940, and 18.1 per cent above 
the same period in 1930. 

Passenger revenues of those roads in October, 1941, totaled $20 
383,605 compared with $17,773,106 in October, 1940, and $28,353,395 in 
October, 1930. Passenger revenues in October, 1941, showed an increas¢ 
of 14.7 per cent compared with October, 1940, but a decrease of 28.1 
per cent compared with October, 1930. 


Southern District 


Seventeen Class I railroads, representing 67.5 per cent of total op- 
erating revenues in the southern district, had estimated operating rev- 
enues in October, 1941, of $43,630,391 compared with $33,898,681 in Oc- 
tober, 1940, and $35,871,018 in October, 1930. Operating revenues of the 
Class I railroads in the southern district in October, 1941, were 28.7 
per cent above those for the same month in 1940, and 21.6 per cent above 
October, 1930. 

Freight revenues of those railroads in October, 1941, amounted to 
$37,220,346 compared with $29,058,009 in October, 1940, and $29,548,207 
in October, 1930. Freight revenues of those railroads in October, 1941, 
were 28.1 per cent above the same month in 1940, and 26.0 per cent 
above the same month in 1930. 

Passenger revenues of those roads in October, 1941, totaled $3,758,- 
576, compared with $2,426,697 in October, 1940, and $3,545,933 in October, 
1930, being 54.9 per cent above October, 1940, and 6.0 per cent above 
October, 1930. 

Western District 


Thirty-six Class I railroads, representing 74.8 per cent of total op- 
erating revenues in the western district, had estimated operating rev- 
enues in October, 1941, of $151,090,057 compared with $122,070,631 in 
October, 1940, and $149,443,994 in October, 1930. Operating revenues 
of the Class I railroads in the western district in October, 1941, were 
an increase of 23.8 per cent compared with the same month in 1940, and 
an increase of 1.1 per cent compared with October, 1930. 

Freight revenues of those railroads in October, 1941, amounted to 
$129,201,946 compared with $104,117,320 in October, 1940, and $124,098.37! 
in October, 1930. Freight revenues of those railroads in October, 191, 
were 24.1 per cent above the same month in 1940, and 4.1 per cent above 
the same month in 1930. 

Passenger revenues of those roads in October, 1941, totaled $11.- 
229,291 compared with $8,278,805 in October, 1940, and $12,912,295 in 
October, 1930. Passenger revenues in October, 1941, were 35.6 per cent 
above those for October, 1940, but 13.0 per cent below October, 1930. 


TRAVEL REGULATIONS 


By proclamation and regulations to be issued thereunde! 
President Roosevelt has subjected to governmental control 
travel of citizens of the United States or aliens to and_from 
the United States as to the citizens and from the United States 
as to the aliens. 
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Decisions of Interstate Commerce Commission 
Railroad, Water, and Motor Transport 





Broadened Motor Authority 


In a split opinion, 7 to 4, the Commission, on reconsidera- 
tion of MC 38963, Roy C. Heathington, common carrier appli- 
cation, has authorized continuance of operation by Heathing- 
ton, of McKinney, Tex., doing business as Heathington Truck 
Line, as € common carrier of general and specified commodi- 
ties, between specified points in Texas, under the “grandfather” 
clause. In so doing, it modified the findings of division 5 in 
the prior report, decided Feb. 20, 1941, authorizing continuance 
of operations as a common carrier of specified commodities 
between points in Texas. 

The case was reopened on petition of the applicant for au- 
thority to transport general commodities and to serve all 
points covered by his application, A question in issue was 
whether or not applicant had held himself out to serve the 
public in general and transported all commodities offered him 
for shipment. Protesting interests contended, among other 
things, that any operations conducted by applicant on and prior 
to June 1, 1935, in excess of the authority granted in his Texas 
permit were not bona fide operations, citing McDonald vs. 
Thompson, 305 U. S. 263. The Commission said the facfs in 
this case were not similar to those considered in the McDonald 
case Wherein applicant was held to be operating in Texas with- 
out state authority and in defiance of the state law. It said 
the applicant had obtained authority from Texas to use the 
highways for transporting goods, wares, and merchandise, in 
interstate commerce, which authority, “we believe, entitled him 
if he wished to do so to transport general commodities.” 

“This report finds that he was in fact engaged in transport- 
ing general and special commodities, serving certain points 
other than those authorized in the Texas permit,” says -the 
Commission. “His operations were conducted openly and with- 
out subterfuge or concealment. Although his trucks were at 
all times subject to inspection by highway patrol men, he was 
never apprehended or fined for unlawful use of the highways.” 

Commissioner Rogers, in his dissenting expression, in which 
he was joined by Commissioners Mahaffie and Patterson and 
Chairman Eastman, said he was unable to agree with “those 
conclusions of the report finding applicant entitled to authority 
to transport general commodities.” In his opinion, he said the 
evidence only supported a grant authorizing the transportation 
of special commodities as shown in the findings in the prior 
report of division 5. 

“We have consistently found, in ‘grandfather’ proceedings, 
that mere evidence of a ‘holding out’ unaccompanied by proof 
of service in accordance with such holding out, is insufficient 
to warrant a grant of authority to transport general commodi- 
ties,” said he. 


P.C. & N. Water Services 


In three water cases wherein the applicants lost their 
“grandfather” rights because of failure to make application 
to the Commission within the required time for authority to 
continue operations they had been engaged in on Jan. 1, 1940, 
the “grandfather” date, and continuously since, the Commis- 
sion, by division 4, has made findings of public convenience and 
necessity. They are W-814, United Boat Lines, common Car- 
rer application; W-815, Island Transportation Co., common 
carrier application; and W-841, Reedville Oil & Guano Co., 
Inc., contract carrier application. 

_ In the first mentioned case, public convenience and neces- 
sity were found to require operation as a common carrier of 
commodities generally between points on San Francisco Bay 
and on the San Joaquin and Sacramento Rivers in California, 
and a certificate was issued. The report said this authority 
did not include the right to serve Sacramento and points on 
the Sacramento River north of that city. In the second case, 
public convenience and necessity were found to require opera- 
tion as a common carrier of passengers by self-propelled ves- 
sels between Mackinaw City ad Mackinac Island, Mich., and 
a Certificate was issued. The applicant also sought to transport 
Property between Mackinaw City and Mackinac Island. The 
ommission found that the only property transported was on 
the vessel “Algomah,” that the vessel had 90 indicated horse- 
power and “the transportation falls within the exemption of 
section 303 (g).” It dismissed this part of the application. In 


the third case, public convenience and necessity were found 
to require operation as a contract carrier of specified commodi- 
ties between Reedville, Va., and Baltimore, Md., and a permit 
was issued. 

Temporary authority was given by the Commission in all 
three cases to operate until Nov. 29. 

The Commission said had all three applications been filed 
within 120 days after the effective date of section 309, part III, 
of the interstate commerce act, the applicants could have con- 
tinued the operations in which they were engaged on Jan. 1, 
1940, and would have been entitled to a certificate without 
“further proof of public convenience and necessity.” Applica- 
tions were filed June 4, in W-814, July 7, in W-815, and July 31, 
in W-841. The 120-day period expired June 2, 1941. There- 
fore, applicants were required to prove that they were fit, 
willing and able to perform the services involved and that 
public convenience and necessity required them. 


MECHLING BARGE LINE AUTHORITY 


: Having determined that the applicant had been engaged 
in such operation on January 1, 1940, the grandfather date, and 
continuously since, the Commission, by division 4, has granted 
a certificate to the applicant in W-630, A. L. Mechling Barge 
Line, Joliet, Ill., common carrier application, authorizing it to 
continue operation as a common carrier by non-self-propelled 
carrying vessel in the transportation of grain and soy beans 
between all points on the Illinois waterway north of and 
including Havana, Ill. 

The report said that the applicant had been in operation 
since 1930, that it owned and operated seven towboats and 17 
barges and had under charter four other barges, and that on 
or before the grandfather date it had served every grain 
shipper from every grain shipping point along the section of 
the waterway from Havana and points north thereof to Chicago. 
The Commission said the record was insufficient to present 
and future public prove convenience and necessity for con- 
tinuance of so-called ‘interim’ operations south and west of 
Havana which were begun January 1, 1940, and February 1, 
1941. The report stated, further: 


Applicant furnishes transportation by barge and we will limit his 
service to that type of operation. Classification of carriers in terms of 
their type of operation assures the public that the same type of service 
will be continued by them. In this manner the competitive balance of 
types of carriers over the same route will not be disrupted by changes 
which they might make without first securing from this Commission 
the necessary certificate of public convenience and necessity. We will, 
therefore, as a general policy, employ such a classification in defining 
the operating rights of water carriers subject to part III of the act. 


BONA FIDE WATER OPERATION 

Finding the Wisconsin & Michigan Steamship Co., entitled 
to continue operations as a common carrier by water of pas- 
sengers and commodities generally, between Milwaukee, Wis., 
and Muskegon, Mich., by reason of having been engaged in 
such operation on Jan. 1, 1940, the grandfather date, and con- 
tinuously since, the Commission, by division 4, in W-294, Wis- 
consin & Michigan S. S. Co., common carrier application, has 
issued a certificate of public convenience and necessity. The 
report pointed out that the applicant was in operation for only 
one month prior to Jan. 1, 1940, being organized in November, 
1939, and beginning operations in December of that year. 





Car Interchange with Seatrain 


With five of its eleven members dissenting in whole or 
in part, the Commission, in a second report on further hearing 
in No. 25728, Hoboken Manufacturers Railroad Co. vs. Abilene 
& Southern et al., embracing No. 25878, New Orleans and 
Lower Coast Railroad Co. vs. Akron, Canton & Youngstown 
et al. has ordered objecting railroads to establish rules, regula- 
tions and practices with respect to the interchange of cars 
with the complainants for transportation by Seatrain Lines, 
Inc., corresponding with the code of per diem rules governing 
interchange of cars at the current rate of $1 a car a day, pre- 
vailing among railroads. The arrangement is to be made on 
or before Feb. 2. 

In substance the report is that the railroads are to treat 
the Seatrain Line boats as if they were a railroad and inter- 
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change cars with them although the boat line owns no cars. 
But it is willing to acquire some if and when the railroads 
think the car supply of the country requires it so to do. That 
offer was made by the boat line as a matter of record. Earlier 
reports were made in this proceeding in 206 I. C. C. 328 and 
237 I. C. C. 97. Railroads had suggested that Seatrain, to 
bear its proper share of the burden, should pay as much as 
$10 a day for the use of cars. The Commission, however, after 
considering the testimony as to how the railroads treated each 
other and the break-bulk steamer lines in the matter of car 
detention, came to the conclusion that the $1 a day one railroad 
paid to another for the use of detention of cars would be 
enough for Seatrain to pay. The Commission treated Seatrain 
as a carrier by water, contrary to the contenttion made by 
some, that it really was a car-ferry. 

Commissioner Lee, dissenting in part, said he concurred 
in the report, except so far as it compelled the defendants in 
No. 25872 which connected with the complainant at New Or- 
leans to bear the per diem payments on cars held for delivery 
to Seatrain. He said it was his view that Seatrain should be 
subject to per diem Rule 15 to the same extent as a rail car- 
rier. The latter pay per diem on such cars. : 

Commissioner Patterson, dissenting, said that in his opinion 
Seatrain, contrary to the finding of the Commission in Investi- 
gation of Seatrain Lines, Inc., 195 I. C. C. 215, was a car 
ferry operated in connection with railroads, and, accordingly, 
a railroad within the meaning of section 1 of the interstate 
commerce act. 

But whether Seatrain was a railroad or a carrier by water, 
Commissioner Patterson said it could not successfully operate, 
except by transporting freight in railroad cars. He pointed 
out that it owned no cars and that the Commission here was 
requiring the defendant railroads, against their will, to in- 
terchange their cars with it. He said the Commission should 
not require them to make such interchange on less favorable 
terms and conditions than those on which they interchanged 
cars with each other. He pointed out that a railroad that was 
unable to accept a car from its rail connections paid a car 
rental which accrued because of its inability to accept such 
car. Seatrain, he said, should do likewise. In other words, 
he added, so far as responsibility for car rental was concerned, 
Seatrain should be treated exactly the same as a line haul 
rail carrier, receiving all the privileges and assuming all of 
the responsibilities that the railroads received or assumed in 
their relations with each other. 

Commissioner Patterson said he was authorized to state 
that Commissioners Mahaffie, Rogers and Alldredge joined in 
that expression, except that Commissioners Rogers and All- 
dredge regarded Seatrain as a water carrier. 


These complaints grew out of the refusal of many of the 
big railroads of the country to permit their cars to be delivered 
to Seatrain and hauled between its termini just as if it were 
a railroad, when Seatrain entered the coastwise service be- 
tween the New York Harbor area and the lower coast of 
Louisiana. Among those refusing were certain eastern lines, 
Southern Pacific Lines, and, according to the report, most of 
the important southern railroads. 


Chairman Eastman said the issue presented in these com- 
plaints was whether the railroads should be required to turn 
over their cars to the complainants for Seatrain’s use, and, 
if so, on what terms and conditions, including compensation. 
The questions of law and fact involved in this issue were set 
forth in considerable detail in the prior reports, he said. 


Before discussing the questions referred to as issues herein 
he said it should be pointed out that the defendants and the 
Association of American Railroads, which intervened in the 
proceeding, reiterated their contention that the Commission 
was without power to require them to permit the use of their 
cars by Seatrain. He said that that question was fully dis- 
cussed in the Commission’s first report with the Commission 
reaching the conclusion that it had such power. 


As to changes made in the interstate commerce act by the 
transportation act, the chairman said that, contrary to the 
view of the defendants, the Commission regarded the new 
legislation as confirming its jurisdiction in the present premises, 
since Congress reenacted section 1 (4) with no material change 
in wording, presumably with full knowledge of the interpreta- 
tion of that section followed in its first report in these proceed- 
a. After making findings as herein indicated the Commission 
said: 


Defendants urge that Seatrain should be required to make report of 
its detention of cars directly to the owning lines and to make settle- 
ment of per diem charges directly with them instead of through com- 
plainants. Seatrain is willing to do this, but points out that apparently 
this method of settlement would require it to become a party to the 
car-service agreement in which the subscribing railroads have agreed 
to abide by the per diem rules. Since there is no difference of opinion 
as to the desirability of making direct settlement, no finding on this 
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point appears to be necessary and the method of accomplishing the re. 
sult will be left to the intervener, Association of American Railroads, 


DUAL WATER AUTHORITY 

The Commission, by division 4, in W-840, John L. Gogg 
Corporation, contract carrier application, on finding applicant's 
past and proposed operations to be those of a contract carrier 
by sailing vessel and those of a common carrier by a tugboat 
has issued both a permit and certificate authorizing dual op: 
erations as a water carrier. 

The permit authorizes the corporation, of Stonington, Me. 
in the capacity of managing owner, to operate as a contract 
carrier by sailing vessels in the transportation of granite be. 
tween points on the Atlantic coast from Eastport, Me., to Cape 
Cod Canal, inclusive, by way of coastal routes. The certificate 
authorizes operation by the corporation as a common carrier 
by tugboats in the performance of general towage between 
ports on the Atlantic coast from Eastport, Me., to Cape Cod 
Canal, inclusive, by way of coastal routes. The Commission 
found that the operations were required by public convenience 
and necessity. 

Applicant, engaged in water operations for about 50 years, 
according to the report, failed to make application within 120 
days from the effective date of section 309 (a) and (f), being 
of the belief that it was not subject to part III of the inter- 
state commerce act, and therefore had to meet the require- 
ments of sections 309 (c) and (g) and show that it was fit, will- 
ing, and able properly to perform the operations. Applicant 
sought a permit to transport general commodities, or in the al- 
ternative, a certificate, if it was found to be a common carrier, 


PENSACOLA TOWBOAT LINES’ STATUS 


In leasing their tugs to dredging companies for use by the 
latter in transporting their own property such as dredges, pon- 
toons, etc., applicants were not engaging in transportation in 
competition with any common carriers subject to the act be- 
cause of the inherent nature of the commodities transported, 
and they were therefore entitled to the exemption sought in 
that particular under section 303(e) of part III of the act, said 
the Commission, division 4, in a report in W-228, Aiken Towing 
Corporation, Pensacola, Fla., and W-229, Florida Towboat Co., 
Inc., also of Pensacola, applications for exemption under section 
303(e). The report said the applicant corporations were oper- 
ated under common control and management. 

Division 4 made the further finding that the application of 
the definition of contract carriers to the applicants in so far as 
they leased their tugs to the federal government for use by it 
in transporting its own property was not necessary to effectuate 
the national transportation policy declared in the act. The re- 
port said the applicants owned two tugboats which were used 
interchangeably in general towing between places on the Gulf of 
Mexico, the intracoastal waterways and the connecting rivers of 
Texas, Louisiana, Mississippi, Alabama and Florida. The tugs 
were chartered by the day or the month to transportation com- 
panies, oil companies and dredging companies, and applicants 
furnished the crews and fuel but exercised no control over the 
movements of the vessels after delivery to the charterers, who 
used them as their own boats, it said. It added that the trans- 
portation performed by the tugs when leased to towing com- 
panies as well as to carriers of general commodities was trans- 
portation by those carriers. 


a be 4 — a cena ad 
tele’ “"TRepucen T. L. FURNITURE RATES 


Against the opposition of the Middle Atlantic States Motor 
Carrier Conference, Inc., the Commission, by division 5, in a 
ninth supplemental report in ps Parte MC 20, trunk line ter- 
ritory motor carrier rates, has permitted a motor carrier, 
Ethel Corter, executrix of the estate of Fred Corter, to main- 
tain reduced less-truckload and truckload ratings and rates on 
various articles of furniture from Bayway, Elizabeth and Lin- 
den, N. J., to points in Pennsylvania the same as those main- 
tained by rail carriers on the same traffic to meet the compe- 
tition of those rail carriers, effective not earlier than Nov. 24 
The Commission’s action results in modification of its prior 
findings and orders in this case prescribing minimum rates, 
charges, etc., for all common carriers by motor between 
points in trunk line territory with respect to rates on furniture. 

The ratings sought and prescribed from and to the points 
mentioned, range from classes one to three, inclusive, less- 
truckload, and are class three and 65 per cent of first class, 
minima 10,000 and 12,000 pounds, respectively, truckload. 

According to the report, the petitioner asserted that unless 
she was permitted to establish and maintain the ratings her 
financial condition would be seriously affected and her €x- 
istence as a motor carrier threatened. The conference con- 
tended that the truckload ratings and minima, to which its 
opposition was directed principally, would not result in a com- 








November 


titive Pp 
rail rating 
ings and 1 
ing the C 


Findi 
tion of lic 
exclusivel 
regulatior 
such tran 
commerce 
thereof, 1 
Pfeifer C 
tion, for | 
continuar 
interstate 

At tl 
mission, 
portation 
Towing ¢ 
section 3 


Witt 
reconside 
Rock Isl 
prior re} 
roads in 
passenge 
tive in C 

The 
Island ¢ 
desist, © 
practicir 
the und 
on recor 

Moc 
the Sup 
States, < 
the Con 
reinstat 
sion sai 
as to M 
to Hot | 
in confc 
it founc 
for the 
and unt 
accomrr 
stantial 
white | 

On 
of the 
white 
coach | 
the far 
tions h 
Chicag 


Con 


F¢ 
to Ten 
by F. { 
on pel 
and ge 
Marre 
sissipp 
14037, 
fourth 


F 
and WV 
14427, 
than | 
Va., ¢ 
pound 
differ 
given 
haul } 


Texas 





VORLD 


ng the re 
ilroads, 


L. Goss 
)plicant’s 
t carrier 
tugboat, 
dual op- 


ton, Me., 
contract 
unite be- 
to Cape 
ertificate 
1 Carrier 
between 
‘ape Cod 
nmission 
venience 


50 years, 
ithin 120 
f), being 
he inter- 
require- 
fit, will- 
\ pplicant 
n the al- 
1 Carrier, 


e by the 
yes, pon- 
tation in 

act be- 
sported, 
ought in 
act, said 
Towing 
oat Co., 
r section 
re oper- 


cation of 
oO far as 
ise by it 
ffectuate 
The re- 
ore used 
> Gulf of 
rivers of 
The tugs 
on com- 
»plicants 
over the 
2rs, who 
e trans- 
ng com- 
is trans- 


s Motor 
5, in a 
‘ine ter- 
carrier, 
oO main- 
rates on 
nd Lin- 
e main- 
compe- 
Nov. 24 
ts prior 
1 rates, 
petween 
rniture. 
> points 
e, less- 
t class, 
id. 

t unless 
ngs her 
her eX- 
ce con- 
nich its 
a com- 





November 22, 1941 


petitive parity with the rail carriers, and that the existence of 
rai] ratings and minima weights lower than motor carrier rat- 
ings and minima weights was not a sufficient reason for modify- 
ing the Commission’s original findings and order. 


WATER APPLICATIONS DISMISSED 


Finding that the applicant engaged only in the transporta- 
tion of liquid cargoes in bulk in tank vessels designed for use 
exclusively in the service involved and certified under 
regulations approved by the Secretary of Commerce and that 
such transportation was not subject to part III of the interstate 
commerce act by reason of the exemption in section 303 (d) 
thereof, the Commission, by division 4, has dismissed W-786, 
pfeifer Oil Transportation Co., Inc., contract carrier applica- 
tion, for a permit under section 309 (f) of part III authorizing 
continuance of operations as a contract carrier by water in 
interstate of foreign commerce. 

At the request of the water carrier applicants, the Com- 
mission, by division 4, has dismissed W-9, Sheridan Trans- 
portation Co., exemption—section 303 (e) and W-10, Sheridan 
Towing Co., exemption—section 303 (e), for exemption under 
section 303 (e) of the act. 


PULLMAN SERVICE FOR NEGROES 


With what might be deemed curtness, the Commission, on 
reconsideration, in No. 27844, Arthur W. Mitchell vs. Chicago, 
Rock Island & Pacific et al., has modified its finding in the 
prior report, 229 I. C. C. 703, with regard to the duty of rail- 
roads in the matter of providing accommodations for colored 
passengers, made on the complaint of the colored representa- 
tive in Congress from Chicago. 

The Commission has issued an order, directed to the Rock 
Island and its trustees and the Pullman Co., to cease and 
desist, on or before Dec. 24, and thereafter to abstain from 
practicing the undue prejudice against colored passengers, and 
the undue preference for white passengers found, in the report 
on reconsideration, to exist. 

Modification of the finding is the result of the decision of 
the Supreme Court of the United States in Mitchell vs. United 
States, 313 U. S. 80 (see Traffic World, May 3, p. 1117) to which 
the Commission in this latest report referred. It said it had 
reinstated the complaint, which it had dismissed. The Commis- 
sion said the facts were set forth in the prior report, that is 
as to Mitchell’s treatment in Arkansas on his trip from Chicago 
to Hot Springs, Ark., and needed not be restated. It said that 
in conformity with the opinion of the court and on the record 
it found that the accommodations furnished Mitchell were and 
for the future would be unduly prejudicial to colored passengers 
and unduly preferential of white passengers in so far as such 
accommodations have not been, are not, and “will not be sub- 
stantially equal to those that were, are, or may be afforded 
white passengers traveling under like conditions.” 


On account of the Arkansas law requiring the segregation 
of the races, and no space in a Pullman shut off from the 
white passengers, Representative Mitchell was put into a 
coach set aside for colored passengers although he had paid 
the fare required of passengers in Pullman’s, the accommoda- 
— having been arranged for when he bought his ticket in 

icago. 


Commission Reports 
Petroleum Products 


Fourth section application No. 18712, petroleum products 
to Tennessee and Mississippi. By division 2. Authority granted 
by F. S. O. 14426, on conditions, to establish and maintain rates 
on petroleum products, including gasoline, naphtha, fuel oil, 
and gas oil, in tank-car loads, from Avondale, Gretna, Harvey, 
Marrero, and Westwego, La., to points in Tennessee and Mis- 
Sissipp], as to which temporary relief was given by F. S. O. 
14037, without observing the long-and-short-haul part of the 
fourth section. 

Slate 


Fourth section application No. 19132, slate to Richmond 
and Muncie, Ind. By division 2. Authority granted by F. S. O. 
14427, on conditions, to establish and maintain rates not lower 
than $4.19 a net ton to Muncie, Ind., and $4.08 to Richmond, 
Va, on slate, crushed or ground, carloads, minimum 50,000 
pounds, from origins in Vermont and New York, by way of 
differential all-rail routes, as to which temporary relief was 
given by F. S. O. 14313, without observing the long-and-short- 
haul part of the fourth section. 


Citrus Fruits 


r Fourth section application No. 18562, citrus fruits from 
€xas, embracing fourth section applications Nos. 18865, 19108, 
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as amended, 19148 and 18919, as amended. By division 2. 
Authority granted by F. S. O. 14425, on conditions, to estab- 
lish and maintain rates on fresh citrus fruits, carloads, or in 
mixed carloads with vegetables, and on grapefruit, in straight 
or mixed carloads with other citrus fruits, from points in 
Texas to specified destinations in United States and Canada, as 
to which temporary relief was given by F. S. O. Nos. 13940, 
14091, and 14154, without observing the long-and-short-haul 
part of the fourth section. 


Bituminous Coal 


No. 28656, Armor & Co. of Delaware vs. Pennsylvania et 
al. By the Commission. Report written by Commissioner 
Mahaffie. Applicable combination rate, bituminous coal, 
shipped from Brazil, Ind., April 24, 1939, and delivered at 
Reading, Pa., May 12, 1939, composed of $2.67 to Dover, O., 
$1.86 from Dover to Pittsburgh, Pa., and $2.99 a gross ton 
from Pittsburgh to Reading, or total of $7.20 a net ton, un- 
reasonable to extent of excess over combination rate composed 
of $2.67 from Brazil to Pittsburgh and $2.99 a gross ton 
(equivalent to $2.67 a net ton) from Pittsburgh to Reading. 
Reparation in sum of $189.53, with interest, awarded. The re- 
port observed that on April 25, 1939, defendants established a 
combination rate over the route of movement from Brazil to 
Reading, composed of $2.67 to Pittsburgh and $2.99 a gross 
ton beyond, which was the claimed rate. 


Minimum Truck Rates 


I. and S. M-1433, Brady Transfer & Storage Co., min- 
imum rate rule. By division 2. Proposed rule providing for 
reduced minimum rates in connection with truckload shipments 
moving under class rates from points in New York and New 
Jersey to points in Minnesota, not unreasonable or otherwise 
unlawful. Order of suspension vacated and proceeding discon- 
tinued. Schedules were filed to become effective Jan. 17, 1941, 
and suspended until Aug. 17, 1941, on protest of motor car- 
riers. Voluntarily, they were postponed until Nov. 17, 1941. 


Ground Clay 


I. and S. M-1555, ground clay, Ardmore, S. D., to Omaha, 
Neb. By division 3. Proposal of the Linder Transfer, of Craw- 
ford, Neb., and other motor common carriers parties to its 
tariff, to establish a new joint commodity rate on ground clay, 
of 33 cents, minimum 20,000 pounds, from Ardmore, S. D., to 
Omaha, Neb., just and reasonable. Order of suspension vacated 
and proceeding discontinued. Schedules were filed to become 
effective April 16, 1941, but were suspended until Nov. 16, 
1941, on protest of the Burlington railroad. 


Free Return of Empty Drums 


I. and S. M-1527, A. G. Boone Co., minimum rates and 
charges. By division 2. Proposal of the A. G. Boone Co., of 
Atlanta, Ga., a motor contract carrier, to establish a provision 
for the free return of empty drums and petroleum and petro- 
leum products, old stock, from points in North Carolina to 
Charleston, S. C., in connection with minimum rates on petro- 
leum and its products and such supplies and equipment as are 
used or handled by filling stations and bulk plants, from 
Charleston to the North Carolina points, unlawful. The Com- 
mission said it was of the opinion that a rule revised, as stated 
by the respondent’s vice-president at the hearing, so as to 
eliminate the word “free” and to provide that the present 
minimum rates would include the return of the empty drums 
and old stock, in addition to the outbound transportation of the 
petroleum products, would be reasonable in the circumstances. 
It has ordered cancelation of the suspended schedules on or - 
before Dec. 20, 1941, without prejudice to the filing of a new 
one in conformity with its expressed view, and discontinued 
the proceeding. The schedule was filed to become effective 
March 25, 1941, but was suspended until Oct. 25, 1941, when 
the provision became effective, on protest of rail carriers in 
southern territory. 

Commodity Rates 


Fourth section application No. 18704, commodity rates 
between border territory and the east, embracing fourth sec- 
tion applications Nos. 18815 and 19015. By division 2. Author- 
ity granted by F. S. O. 14430, on conditions, to continue, estab- 
lish and maintain commodity rates on certain named commodi- 
ties over all-rail, rail-water, water-rail and rail-water-rail 
routes from points in trunk line territory, including the Buf- 
falo-Pittsburgh zone, and New England territory, to points in 
North Carolina, southern Virginia, Kentucky, and northeastern 
Tennessee and in the reverse direction, as to which temporary 
relief was given by F. S. O. 14047, as supplemented, without 
observing the long-and-short-haul part of the fourth section. 
The Commission denied authority to establish rates on un- 
named commodities, from and to the same points, as applicants 
might, from time to time, desire to establish without observ- 
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ing the long-and-short-haul part of the fourth section. General 
relief of that character proposed, the Commission said, was too 
indefinite to be regarded as included within the authority vested 
in the Commission to grant relief in “special cases,” from the 
provisions of section 4. In this connection, it cited Commodity 
Rates in Southern and Official Territories, 209 I. C. C. 336, 
United States vs. Merchants & Manufacturers Traffic Associa- 
tion of Sacramento, 242 U. S. 178. 


Petroleum Products 


I. and S. M-989, petroleum products, Brooklyn, N. Y., and 
Paulsboro, N. J., to Pennsylvania. By division 2. Proposal 
of W. C. Shoemaker and J. C. Shoemaker, dba Shoemaker 
Brothers, of State College, Pa., motor common carriers, to es- 
tablish a truckload commodity rate of 40 cents, minimum 10,000 
pounds, on petroleum products, in containers, from Brooklyn 
and Paulsboro to points in Pennsylvania, unreasonably low, 
and ordered canceled on or before Dec. 22. Schedules were 
filed to become effective March 21, 1940, but were suspended 
until Sept. 17, 1940, on protest of the Middle Atlantic States 
Motor Carrier Conference. Thereafter they were postponed in- 
definitely. Trunk line rail carriers also opposed the suspended 
schedules. The Commission said it believed that the respond- 
ent could to advantage establish a basis of rates not lower 
than one or the other of the bases approved by division 5 for 
application in the territory subject to a minimum of either 
23,000 pounds or 16,000 pounds. However, it said it did not 
wish to suggest that he might not justify a lower minimum 
weight, provided it was coupled with rates which were reason- 
ably related to those approved for the higher minima. Such 
a basis, it added, would be substantially higher than the pro- 
posed rate, except possibly for a few of the shortest hauls. 
In a dissenting expression, Commissioner Splawn pointed out 
that certain of respondent’s trucks had a capacity of only 11,000 
pounds, and said “I dissent from the report because the pro- 
posed rate is clearly reasonable for the short hauls and because 
of the failure to ‘determine and prescribe the lawful rate... 
thereafter to be observed,’ as required by the statute.” 








































































Commission Motor Reports 


(An asterisk before the docket number means that the report 
will not be printed in full in the permanent series of motor carrier 
reports of the Commission. Mimeographed copies of such reports in 
full may be obtained by prompt application to the Commission.) 


MC 29648, Elmer F. Smith, Roaring Spring, Pa., common 
carrier application, embracing MC 38793, Elmer F. Smith, 
successor in interest to Eagle Trucking Co., common carrier 
application. By division 5. On reconsideration, findings in prior 
report, 27 M. C. C. 19, modified so as to authorize applicant, 
in his own right or as successor in interest to Eagle, to con- 
tinue operations as a common carrier of specified commodities 
from or to points in Md., N. J., N. Y., Pa., and D. C. Com- 
missioner Lee concurred. 

*MC 30188, Sub. 3, Parkhill Truck Co., Tulsa, Okla., ex- 
tension of operations. By division 5. Certificate granted. Pipe, 
pipe line material, machinery and equipment incidental to and 
used in connection with the construction, repairing, or dis- 
mantling of pipe lines between points in Ala., Ark., Colo., Fla., 
Ga., Ill., Ind., Ia., Kan., Ky., La., Mich., Minn., Miss., Mo., Neb., 
N. M., N. Y., N. D., O., Okla., Ore., Pa., S. D., Tenn., Tex., 
Va., Wash., W. Va., Wis., and Wyo. 

*MC 10438, Ralph M. Wallace, Billings, Mont., common 
carrier application. By division 5. Certificate granted. Con- 
tinued operation, general commodities, with exceptions, between 
St. Paul, Minn., and Billings, Mont., and specified commodities 
from, to, or between points in Mont., N. D., Minn., and Ind. 

MC 25783, Sam Brunner, Ramona, Kan., successor in inter- 
est to Mrs. W. R. Hicks, contract carrier application. By divi- 
sion 5. On further hearing, findings in prior report, 9 M. C. C. 
752, modified, and certificate granted. Live stock and agricul- 
tural commodities, Ramona, Kan., and points within 15 miles 
thereof, to Kansas City, Mo., and mill feeds, hardware, binder 
twine, farm machinery, and farm implements, Kansas City to 
Ramona. 

MC 44609, Sub. 1, Missouri Pacific Railroad Co., and Mis- 
souri Pacific Railroad Corporation in Nebraska (Guy A. Thomp- 
son, trustee), extension of operations. By division 5. On recon- 
sideration, condition No. 3 attached to certificate granted in 
prior report, 22 M. C. C. 321, authorizing operation as a com- 
mon carrier of general commodities in coordinated motor-rail 
service between Kansas City and St. Joseph, Mo., and points in 
Kansas modified, and amended certificate granted. Condition 3 
provided that “shipments transported by applicant shall be 
limited to those which move under a through bill of lading 
covering, in addition to movement by applicant by truck, a prior 
or subsequent movement by rail.’”’ The applicant asked re- 
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moval of the restriction on the ground that it did not tend to 
promote coordinated rail-truck service, as was its purpose, but 
instead, tended to impair efficient and economical motor ¢ar. 
rier operation. The Commission eliminated the restriction ang 
substituted in lieu thereof the condition “that no shipments 
shall be transported by applicant as a common carrier by motor 
vehicle between Kansas City and St. Joseph, Mo.” 

MC 6539, J. L. Cox & Son, Raytown, Mo., common carrier 
application, embracing Sub. 3, Same, extension—Arizona. By 
division 5. Certificates granted. On reconsideration in MC 
6539 authorizes continuance of operation as a common carrier 
of pipe, pipe-line material, machinery, and equipment inci- 
dental to and used in connection with the construction, repair. 
ing, or dismantling of gas, gasoline, and oil pipe lines, between 
points in Mo., Tex., Okla., Kan., Ia., Ill., Ind., and O., limiteg 
to movements between railheads, on the one hand, and pipe line 
rights-of-way, on the other, or between points in such states 
located on such rights-of-way. Public convenience and necessity 
found to require extension of operation as a common carrier 
of the same type of service in MC 6539, Sub. 3, between points 
in 32 specified states and D. C., limited to movements between 
railheads, on the one hand, and pipe line rights-of-way, on 
the other, or between points in those 32 states located on such 
rights-of-way. 

MC 46165, Steve W. Stepnoski, Peconic, N. Y., common car- 
rier application, embracing Sub 1, Same, extension of operations 
—Pennsylvania. By division 5. On further hearing, application 
dismissed in MC 46165 on finding applicant not entitled to a 
certificate under the grandfather clause to operate as a common 
earrier of fertilizer and agricultural commodities, between 
points in N. Y. and N. J., by reason of having been granted 
authority in another proceeding; and application denied in MC 
46165, Sub. 1, on finding public convenience and necessity not 
to require operation as a common carrier of agricultural com- 
modities between points in N. Y., N. J., Pa., Del. and Md. 

*MC 48846, Great Lakes Driveaway Corporation of Ohio, 
Cleveland, O., common carrier application, embracing MC 30837, 
Sub. 8, Kenosha Auto Transport Corporation, successor in inter- 
est to Great Lakes Driveaway Corporation of Ohio, common 
carrier application. By division 5. Certificate granted in MC 
48846, continued operation, automobiles, trucks, trailers, and 
chassis by the driveaway method, in secondary movements, from 
Cleveland, O., to all points in Ala., Conn., Fla., Ky., La., Md., 
Mass., Minn., Neb., N. J., N. C., Okla., S. C., Tenn., Tex., Va. 
and W. Va., between all points in O., and between all points in 
O., on the one hand, and all points in Ga., Ill., Ind., Mich., N. Y., 
Pa. and Wis., on the other. Application denied in MC 30837, 
Sub. 8, under the grandfather clause, to operate as a common 
carrier of automobiles, trucks, chassis, and cabs, from Detroit, 
Mich., to any point. 


*MC 62390, Sub. 1, Alfred K. Peterson, extension of opera- 
tions—fertilizer. By division 5. On reconsideration, certificate 
granted. Canned goods, specified N. Y. points to Baltimore, Md., 
Washington, D. C., and points in Pa., feed and fertilizer, Balti- 
more to points in Pa. and N. Y., within 100 miles of Penn-Yan, 
N. Y., and fruit and vegetables, points in N. Y., within 25 miles 
of Penn-Yan to Baltimore and Washington. Prior report decided 
Jan. 4, 1941. 

*MC 1649, Sub. 8, Railway Express Motor Transport, Inc., 
New York, N. Y., extension—South Bend to Demotte. By divi- 
sion 5. On reconsideration, findings in prior report, decided 
Sept. 2, 1941, modified so as to authorize operation as a common 
carrier of general commodities moving in express service, over 
regular routes, between South Bend, Ind., and Demotte, Ind., 
serving all intermediate points, subject to conditions. 

MC F-1506, Kellogg Express & Draying Co., San Francisco, 
Calif., control, Napa Transportation Co. By division 4. Author- 
izes acquisition by the former of control of the latter, also of 
San Francisco, through purchase of capital stock, and by Lloyd 
Swayne of control of Kellogg Express & Draying Co., through 
purchase of stock. 

MC F-1422, Harvey Jones, Springdale, Ark., purchase, M. 
K. & C. Truck Lines. By division 4. Denies application of the 
former, dba Jones Truck Line, to purchase certain operating 
rights of the latter, of Kansas City, Mo., as would not be con- 
sistent with the public interest. Commissioner Porter dissented. 

*MC 19863, Sub. No. 4, C. Herbert Taylor, Memphis, Tenn., 
common carrier extension. By division 5. Certificate granted, 
as to (1) general commodities, with exceptions, from Memphis 
to Camp Joseph T. Robinson and Pine Bluff Municipal Airport, 
Ark.; (2) lumber and agricultural commodities between 
Memphis, on the one hand, and points in Ark., La. and Miss., 
on the other, and (3) steel tanks from Memphis to points in 
Ark., La. and Miss., and damaged or rejected shipments In the 
reverse direction, over irregular routes. The report said the 
authority granted overlapped to a small degree that already 
held by applicant but should not be construed as granting him 
any duplicate operating authority. 
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*MC 43026, William M. Buchanan, Boston, Mass., com- 
mon carrier application. By division 5. Certificate granted. 
Continuance of operation, machinery from Boston to points in 
N. H., Vt., Conn. and R. I., and dye from Boston to points in 
R. L, over irregular routes. 

*MC 72095, Sub. 1, Charles Madsen and Walter Emmert, 
Watertown, S. D., extension—live stock and emigrant mov- 
ables. By division 5. Certificate granted. Live stock between 
Watertown, S. D., and points within 15 miles thereof, on the 
one hand, and specified points in Minn., on the other. 

*MC 84577, Sub. 1, Bryan Motor Freight Lines, Inc., Okla- 
homa City, Okla., extension—Pampa, Tex., subsequently 
changed to MC 29778, Sub. 8, Yellow Cab Transit Co. (Okla- 
homa), extension—Pampa, Tex. By division 5. Certificate 
granted Yellow Cab. General commodities, with exceptions, 
between McLean, Tex., and Pampa, Tex., and Pampa and 
Amarillo, Tex. 


A. T. & N. REORGANIZATION 

The Commission, by division 4, by order, has reopened 
and again closed the record in Finance No. 10714, Alabama, 
Tennessee & Northern reorganization. The reopening was for 
the purpose of putting into the record a stipulation made by 
the parties in interest so as to overcome the check put on the 
plan of reorganization adopted by the Commission, made nec- 
essary by the refusal of the RFC to provide new money, as 
provided for in the plan. When the stipulation was put into 
the record, the division again closed it, so the reorganization 
can be carried out in accordance with the plan as modified by 
the stipulation. 


F. J. & G. REORGANIZATION 


A plan for the reorganization of the Fonda, Johnstown & 
Gloversville Railroad Co., pursuant to section 77 of the bank- 
ruptey act, under which that road’s capitalization, including 
loans and bills payable, will be reduced from $9,734,123 to 
$2,414,755, and fixed interest charges from $137,820 to $26,- 
163.99, has been approved by the Commission, division 4, in 
Finance No. 9954, Fonda, Johnstown & Gloversville Railroad 
Co. reorganization. The effective date of the plan is July 1, 
1941. 

The equities of the holders of the common and preferred 
stock of the F. J. & G., and the general claims not entitled to 
priority, were found to have no value, and no provision was 
made for those claimants in the plan. Provision is made for 
the distribution of new bonds and stocks to holders of outstand- 
ing securities. The Commission pointed out that the Johnstown, 
Gloversville & Kingsboro Horse Railroad Co., lessor, had not 
filed a petition for reorganization, but provided for its inclusion 
in reorganization, and merger with the reorganized Fonda, 
Johnstown & Gloversdale Railroad Co., subject to acceptance by 
substantially all its security holders. 


WESTERN PACIFIC FINANCING 


In a third supplemental report in Finance No. 12213, West- 
ern Pacific Railroad Co. trustees’ reconstruction loan, the 
Commission, by division 4, has approved extension to Dec. 1, 
1942, of the time of payment of loans by the Reconstruction 
Finance Corporation, amounting to $9,850,000 and maturing 
Dec. 1, 1941, to the trustees of that road. The trustees have 
been granted authority to extend from Dec. 1, 1941, to. Dec. 1, 
1942, the date of maturity of not exceeding $9,850,000 of 
trustees’ certificates, to bear interest during the extended period 
at a rate of 4 per cent per annum, by division 4, in a third 
supplemental report in Finance No. 12158, Western Pacific 
Railroad Co. trustees’ certificates. Further extension of the 
loan was asked on authority of the district court having juris- 
diction over the reorganization of that road, according to the 
report. A plan approved by that court has been appealed to 
the Circuit Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit, which appeal 
iS now pending. 





TAMPA NORTHERN REORGANIZATION 


Finding that no proper proceedings for the reorganization 
of the Tampa Northern had been filed, the Commission, in 
Finance No. 12730, Tampa Northern Railroad Co. reorganiza- 
ion, has dismissed the amended application of George C. 
Thomas and others to act as a protective committee for holder's 
= mortage bonds of that carrier. That petition was filed 

- 0, 1940, 

The Commission said it appeared that the bondholders 
mentioned were not creditors of any railroad corporation by or 
against which bankruptcy or receivership proceedings had been 
instituted. The matter was held in abeyance from Jan. 22, 
1940, until this dismissal. In October, 1941, the applicants, 
according to the Commission, filed an amended application for 
ike authority to represent and to act for such holders in pro- 
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ceedings that might result from the filing of the petition dated 
October 16, 1941. 

In dismissing the amended application, the Commission 
said that no proceedings were pending against the Tampa 
Northern at this time and that the applicants had asked for 
immediate action on their application, the result being the dis- 
missal. 


Protective Service Unit Prices 


The outcome of the conference over which Examiner F. L. 
Sharp presided with a view to having agreement on the ter- 
minology to be used in contracts for contracts contemplated in 
Ex Parte No. 137, contracts for protective service (see Traffic 
World, Nov. 15) was a general agreement on terms and con- 
ditions submitted by Examiner Sharp as an exhibit, subject to 
revision of some of the language. 

A change that goes beyond a revision of the language is 
that which relates to the price or cost of ice delivered in 
bunkers of a refrigerator car, by the ton, or delivered on top 
of the load or in the body of the car, by the ton. As submitted 
it said the price by the ton should be stated in the contract and 
should be shown separately for each state, with appropriate 
subdivisions for California and Michigan, to conform with the 
groups for which different charges were prescribed in section 
4 of the perishable protective tariff. Separate prices by the ton, 
the proposal was, might be shown for each station or for any 
one station if desired. 

Objection was made to that, particularly by the Fruit 
Growers Express on account of unforeseen conditions which it 
was claimed had arisen and might be expected to arise again. 
A revision tentatively agreed to would provide for the substitu- 
tion of the following: 


The price per ton shall be stated in the contracts and may be shown 
for a railroad system or shown separately for each state, for each sta- 
tion, or for any specific stations, as desired; provided that a railroad 
company may agree with a car line to pay the car line’s cost per ton 
of the ice so delivered upon the condition that the contract between the 
parties shall state the estimated yearly weighted average cost per ton 
and shall provide that immediately upon the occurrance of any event 
which shall make it appear that the price to be paid will exceed such 
estimated yearly weighted average cost per ton the carline shall ad- 
vise the railroad company of that fact and of the amount by which the 
estimated yearly weighted average cost will be exceeded, and the rea- 
sons therefor, and that the railroad company in turn will promptly 
transmit such information to the Interstate Commerce Commission. 


An amplified and revised list of those who attended th- 
conference which will be used in the Commission’s record of 
the matter follows: 


J. M. Hood, American Short Line Railroad Association; 
R. G. Shorter, comptroller, Fruit Growers Express; W. G. 
Brantley, counsel, Fruit Growers Express; J. R. Bell, Southern 
Pacific; George L. Buland, Southern Pacific; T. E. Jenks, Chesa- 
peake & Ohio; G. E. Davis, auditor, Fruit Growers Express; 
A. E. Pfaff, assistant general freight agent, Nickel Plate; C. A. 
Bradshaw, Louisville & Nashville; O. O. Mills, general super- 
intendent, Fruit Growers Express; C. E. Carner and W. H. 
Rogers, Pacific Fruit Express; D. P. Connell, New York Cen- 
tral; F. W. Crow, K. C. Underwood and F. C. Mohr, Mer- 
chants Despatch; A. C. Tosh, Reading; E. J. Hennesy, D. & R. 
G. W.; O. W. Higbie, auditor of revenues and disbursements, 
N. Y. O. & W.; N. E. Kidder, Boston & Maine and Maine Cen- 
tral; R. E. Plummer and F. J. Nickols, Southern Pacific; E. 
B. Conrad and E. J. Donlin, Union Pacific; H. E. Johnson and 
J. L. Pease, Surplus Marketing Administration; A. J. Friend 
and J. P. Finkenaur, American Refrigerator Transit; and M. 
E. Dill, Baltimore & Ohio. : 

The revised list of those who attended the conference con- 
tained corrections of errors in names and initials which ap- 
peared in the original list made available (see Traffic World, 
Nov. 15, p. 1264). There were errors in the original list as 
to the names of Mr. Pfaff, Mr. Bradshaw, Mr. Carner, Mr. 
Tosh, Mr. Higbie, and Mr. Johnson. 


PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 


Ex Parte MC 22, motor carrier rates in New England. Eastern 
Motor Freight Conference, Inc., asks further modification of order dated 
August 3, 1938, as amended. 

No. 28416 and Sub. No. 1, Bartlett Frazier Co. et al. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al. Complainants ask reconsideration by Commission and 
reargument. 


Ex Parte MC 22, motor carrier rates in New England. Faiman 


Motor Lines, Inc., asks that Commission modify its order of August 
3, 1938, as modified, so as to permit petitioner, and such other re- 
spondent motor carriers as may so desire, to publish and to hereafter 
maintain a rate of 32 cents a 100 pounds on minimum shipments of 
20,000 pounds of wrapping paper from South Hadley, Mass., to that 
shown as taking New York Rate Basis 4 in 


part of Brooklyn, N. Y., 
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New England Territorial Directory, MF I. C. C. No. 10, Earle C. 
Doebener, agent. 

No. 27648, Ashland Coal & Ice Co., Inc., et al. vs. A. C. L. et al.; 
No. 27711, State Corporation Commission of Virginia et al. vs. C. & O. 
et al., and related cases. Complainants ask preliminary review and 
reversal of a ruling made by Examiner W. R. Brennan at further hear- 
ing on October 14, 

No. 28463, Parkersburg Rig & Reel Co. vs. B. & O. et al. Com- 
plainant asks reconsideration of issue of reasonableness of rates assessed 
in past on complainant’s shipments. 

Ex Parte MC 21, central territory motor carrier rates. Eugene 
Morris, on behalf of Central Freight Association railroads, asks that 
proposed modification No. 277, covering syrup, corn, mixed; syrup, 
corn, unmixed, contained in the one hundred second petition of Central 


States Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., for modification of order be assigned 
for oral hearing. 


MOTOR FINANCE CASES 

No. MC F-1543, Georgia Stages, Inc., purchase—Clarke Motor Line, 
Inc. Purchase by Georgia Stages, Inc., of Albany, Ga., of operating 
rights and property of Clarke Motor Line, Inc., of Donalsonville, Ga., 
approved and authorized, subject to condition. 

No. MC F-1595, Burlington Transportation Company, control—Den- 
ver Colorado Springs Pueblo Motor Way, Inc., embracing No. MC 
F-1596, Burlington Transportation Company, control—The Denver & 
Interurban Motor Company. 

Acquisition by Burlington Transportation Co., of Chicago, Ill., of 
joint control of Denver Colorado Springs Pueblo Motor Way, Inc., and 
control of The Denver & Interurban Motor Company, both of Denver, 
Colo., through purchase of capital stock, approved and authorized, 
subject to condition. 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 

Finance No. 13536. Hampton & Langley Field Railway Co., Inc., 
asks authority to issue 68 bonds, 34 of $500 each and 34 of $100 each, 
to be secured by a mortgage against its property, such bonds to be 
used in refunding existing obligations amounting to $20,400, due Dec. 
1, 1941. The proposed issue of securities are to bear interest at 6 
per cent per annum and “‘will be issued to the holders of the present 
bonds in proper proportion to their present holdings maturing ten 
years after date,’’ says the application. 

MC F-1716. Fitterling Transportation Co., Inc., South Bend, Ind., 
asks authority to purchase operating rights of Silas S. Bushroe, 
Gabriel A. Bushroe, and Edward A. Bushroe, dba Toledo-Fort Wayne 
Truck Lines, Fort Wayne, Ind., and temporarily to operate. 

MC F-1717. Gordons Transports, Inc., Memphis, Tenn., asks au- 
thority to purchase Operating rights of the Green Truck Lines, Inc., 
Hattiesburg, Miss., and temporarily to operate. 

MC F-1714. Hayes Freight Lines, Inc., Mattoon, Ill., asks authority 
to purchase the Quincy-Rock Island Transfer Co., Quincy, IIl. 

MC F-1715. Puget Sound Navigation Co., Seattle, Wash., asks 
authority to issue $750,000 of notes to replace outstanding notes of the 
same amount. 

Finance No. 13533. The board of trustees of the Mount Gilead 
Short Line Railway asks authority to abandon of the road’s main line 
lying between the connection with the tracks of the C. C. C. & St. L. 
at Edison, O., and stations 63 plus 80 at Mount Gilead, O., 1.21 miles, 
and abandonmert of operation by ithe Toledo and Ohio Central and the 
New York Central. According to the application, the track proposed 
to be abandoned is no longer necessary for transportation purposes. 
The recoverable scrap is to be used for defense purposes. 


UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 

Report and order in Finance No. 13456, Los Angeles Union Stock 
Yards Co. Lease, authorizing lease by the Los Angeles Junction Rail- 
way Co. of property of the Los Angeles Union Stock Yards Co. used 
in loading and unloading live stock. Approved. 

Report and certificate in Finance No. 13504, St. Louis-San Fran- 
cisco Railway Co. Trustees’ Operation, authorizing operation by J. M. 
Kurn and John G. Lonsdale, trustees of the St. Louis-San Francisco 
Railway Co., of a portion of a branch line of railroad in Walker County, 
Ala. Approved. 

Report and order in F. D. 13407, Chicago, Aurora & Elgin Rail- 
road Co. receivers’ equipment trust certificates, granting authority to 
assume obligation and liability in respect of not exceeding $310,000 of 
Chicago, Aurora & Elgin Railroad receivers’ equipment-trust certifi- 
cates, to be issued by the LaSalle National Bank, as trustee, and de- 
livered at par in connection with the procurement of certain equip- 
ment. Approved. 

Repcrt and certificate in F. D. No. 13428, Tionesta Valley Railway 
Co. abandonment, permitting abandonment, as to interstate and for- 
eign commerce, by the Tionesta Valley Railway Co. of its entire line 
of railroad in Warren and Forest counties, Pa. Approved. 

Report and certificate in F. D. No. 13453, Chicago, Burlington & 
Quincy Railroad Co. abandonment, permitting abandonment by the 
Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad Company of a line of railroad 
in Saunders, Butler and Colfax counties, Neb. Approved. 

Report and certificate in F. D. No. 13491, Boston & Maine Rail- 
road abandonment, permitting abandonment by the Boston & Maine 
Railroad of a portion of a branch line of railroad in Strafford County, 
N. H. Approved. 

Supplemental Report and Order in F. D. No. 13290, New York, 
Chicago & St. Louis Railroad Co. assumption of obligation and liability, 
modifying order of June 7, 1941, so as to permit the pledge and re- 
pledge from time to time to and including June 30, 1943, of not ex- 
ceeding $3,566,000 of extended Lake Erie & Western Railroad Company 
second-mortgage 5 per cent bonds as collateral security for a short- 
term note in the face amount of $2,400,000. Approved. 

Report and certificate in F. D. No. 13432, Pacific Electric Railway 
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Co. abandonment, permitting abandonment by the Pacific Electric Rajj. 
way Co, of portions of lines of railroad in Los Angeles and San Ber. 
nardino counties, Calif. Approved. 

Report and certificate in F. D. No. 13469, Reading Co. abandon. 
ment, permitting abandonment by the Reading Co. of a portion of g 
branch line of railroad in Schuylkill County, Pa. Approved. 

Report and certificate in F. D. No. 13470, Pacific Electric Railway 
Co. abandonment, permitting abandonment by the Pacific Electric Raji. 
way Company of portions of its Alhambra line of railroad in Logs 
Angeles County, Calif. Approved. 

Report, certificate and order in F. D. No. 13442, Louisville & Nash. 
ville Railroad Co. abandonment, and F. D. No. 13488, Louisville & Nash. 
ville Railroad Co. operation, 1—permitting abandonment by the Louis. 
ville & Nashville Railroad Co. of a branch line of railroad in Roane 
County, Tenn., and 2—authorizing operation by the Louisville & Nash. 
ville Railroad Co., under trackage rights, over part of the Southern 
Railway Co.’s line of railroad in Roane County, Tenn. Approved, 

Report and order in F. D. No. 13505, Chicago, St. Paul, Minne. 
apolis & Omaha Railway Co. equipment trust certificates, granting 
authority to assume obligation and liability in respect of not exceed. 
ing $1,210,000 of Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha Railway Co, 
second equipment trust of 1941, 2% per cent equipment trust cer. 
tificates, to be issued by the Northern Trust Company, as trustee, and 
sold at 100.019 and accrued dividends in connection with the procure. 
ment of certain equipment. Approved. 

Report, certificate and order in F. D. No. 13515, Harriman & North- 
eastern Railroad Co. abandonment, etc., (1) permitting abandonment 
by the Harriman & Northeastern Railroad Co. of a line of railroad in 
Roane County, Tenn., and acquisition and operation by that carrier of 
approximately 0.25 miles of connecting track; and (2) authorizing 
operation under trackage rights, by the Harriman & Northeastern Rail- 
road Co. over part of the Southern Railway Company’s line of railroad 
in Roane County, Tenn, Approved. 


SIGNAL SYSTEMS 


The Southern Pacific Co.; New York Central; Chicago, 
Burlington & Quincy; and Texas & New Orleans have filed ap- 
plications with the Commission for approval of proposed modifi- 
cations of signal systems or devices under section 25(b) of the 
interstate commerce act. Any interested party desiring hearing 
should advise the Commission and applicant in writing within 
20 days from November 15. 

The Southern Pacific Co.; Lehigh Valley; Atlantic Coast 
Line; Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific; and New York, 
New Haven & Hartford have filed applications with the Con- 
mission for approval of proposed modifications of signal systems 
or devices under section 25 (b) of the interstate commerce act. 
Any interested party desiring hearing should advise the Com- 
mission and applicant in writing within 20 days from Novem- 
ber 17. 

The Kansas City Southern; Missouri Pacific; Baltimore & 
Ohio; and Pennsylvania have filed application with the Com- 
mission for approval of proposed modifications of signal systems 
or devices under section 25(b) of the interstate commerce act. 
Any interested party desiring hearing should advise the Com- 
mission and applicant in writing within 20 days from No- 
vember 18. 

The Southern Pacific Co.; Indiana Harbor Belt; and Kan- 
sas City Southern have filed applications with the Commission 
for approval of proposed modifications of signal systems or 
devices under section 25 (b) of the interstate commerce act. 
Any interested party desiring hearing should advise the Com- 
mission and applicant in writing within 20 days from Novem- 
ber 19. 


RATES TO AND FROM ORDNANCE PLANTS 


Central territory railroads and motor carriers are in dis- 
agreement as to the handling of rates to and from points or 
places at which ordnance or other manufacturing plants have 
been or will be created as a result of the emergency require- 
ments of the government. 

The Central States Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., in a pe- 
tition, the 103d, asks the Commission to modify its minimum 
rate order in Ex Parte MC 21 to the end that motor carriers 
may establish rates to and from such plants, on one day's 
notice, without requesting special permission therefor, as now 
required by the Commission’s rules. : 

Opposing such a permission, the Central Freight Associa- 
tion, on behalf of its members, points out that at the present 
time the motor carriers as well as the railroads, in instances 
of this sort, ask for and readily receive from the Commission 
special permission to establish such rates as are desired under 
the well established routine. : 

The rail carriers, their answer to that petition says, have 
no desire to create any situation which will, in any way, hampé! 
the government in the handling of the present emergency. 
However, say the rail carriers, in their opinion, the granting 
of such a blanket short notice authority as requested would 
create a dangerous precedent without in any way serving @ 
useful purpose in view of the fact that the Commission, unde! 
its existing regulations, can and does grant such short notice 
authority when the circumstances so require. 
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Proposed Reports in I. C. C. Cases 


Railroad, Water, and Motor Transport 





Cessation of Truck Operation 


Although the applicant contended that the interruption of 
its services was caused by a strike which was beyond its con- 
trol, Examiner Henry A. Cockrum concluded, in a proposed 
report in MC 5716, Fall River & New York Transportation Co. 
(Hyman Copins, receiver), of New York, N. Y., common car- 
rier application, that the discontinuation of service by the ap- 
plicant was due to bankruptcy and was, therefore, an interrup- 
tion within applicant’s control. He based the conclusion on the 
principle laid down in Gregg Cartage & Storage Co. Common 
Carrier Application, 21 M. C. C. 17. 

The proposed report, served November 18, said that ap- 
plicant cited in support of its contention Motor Freight Express 
Common Carrier Application, 26 M. C. C. 374. In the instant 
case, said the examiner, the facts were clearly distinguishable 
from those in the Motor Freight Express case, as applicant ad- 
mitted that it made no effort to conduct any operation after the 
strike was ended and as the strike, in the examiner’s opinion, 
was “merely the last in a chain of events preceding the bank- 
ruptcy.” The transportation company sought, on further hear- 
ing, grandfather rights as a common carrier of general com- 
modities, with exceptions, between Fall River, Mass., and New 
York City, over a regular route, with service at specified inter- 
mediate and off-route points. 

It was testified, said the examiner, that applicant encoun- 
tered financial reverses in 1939, that it filed a petition in fed- 
eral court for corporate reorganization under the bankruptcy 
act on February 1, 1940, and that while it was in process of 
reorganization, from the Middle of March to about April 10, 
1940, a strike was called at its Fall River terminal. During the 
strike, most of the accounts were lost and “very little” business 
was available thereafter, said the report. It added that no 
service had been performed since the strike; that the receiver 
obtained authority to sell the operation on May 11, 1940; that 
on June 11, 1940, Shawmut Transportation Co., Inc., filed an 
application for authority to purchase the operation, and that 
this application was now pending before the Commission. 


Water-Motor Rate Divisions 


_ Without prejudice to the conclusions that may be reached 
in No. 28190, new automobiles in interstate commerce, now 
pending, Examiner F. H. Schweickhardt has recommended the 
dismissal of MC C-207, Square Deal Cartage Co. et al. vs. Lake 
Erie Traffic Bureau et al., on a finding that divisions out of 
joint water-motor commodity rates on motor vehicles from 
Detroit, Mich., to points in Ohio, Pennsylvania, West Virginia 
and the District of Columbia have not been shown to be unrea- 
sonable or inequitable or otherwise unlawful. 

Square Deal and others, according to the proposed report, 
are motor common carriers which maintain with water car- 
riers operating on Lake Erie, through routes and joint rates 
on motor vehicles by the truckaway method, from Detroit to 
destinations in the territory mentioned. The defendants con- 
stitute an association of carriers by water, certain carriers by 
water, and motor carriers which maintain with such water 
carriers through routes and joint rates on motor vehicles by 
the driveaway or towaway method, from Detroit to destina- 
tions in Ohio, Pennsylvania and West Virginia. 

The traffic moves over water to Cleveland, thence over 
motor carriers either by towaway or truckaway. Complainants 
alleged, said the examiner, that the divisions of the defendants, 
particularly the carriers by water, were unreasonable, and 
unduly prejudicial to motor carriers by the truckaway method 
and unduly preferential of motor carriers by the towaway 
method to the extent the divisions of the water carrier de- 
endants received from the water-truckaway rates were higher 
than the divisions of such water carriers received from water- 
‘owaway rates on like traffic between the same points. The 
Complainants asked that the divisions be made the same in 
lollars and cents regardless of whether the traffic moved be- 
yond Cleveland by the truckaway or the towaway method. 

According to the examiner in May, 1939, the water-carrier 
defendants established joint water-truckaway rates with the 
Protestants to meet the competition of all-motor truckaway 
“arriers. The water-truckaway rates, said the report, were 
made differentials lower than the corresponding all-motor truck- 


away rates, but that differentials were not uniform. Their 
measure, the examiner said, depended on the circumstances 
and competition met at each point. 

After reviewing the moves made in the matter the ex- 
aminer said the purpose of the complaint was to reduce the 
present water-truckaway rates, or increase the present water- 
towaway rates by obtaining an order from the Commission 
requiring a reduction of the water carriers’ divisions of the 
water-truckaway rates, or an increase in water carriers’ divi- 
sions out of the water-towaway rates so as to narrow the 
spread between the water-truckaway and water-towaway rates. 
He said the scope of the complaint was much more comprehen- 
sive than the proof. He said that full consideration of the 
record led him to the view that the complainants had failed to 
show that the divisions were unreasonable, inequitable, unduly 
prejudicial or unduly preferential. He said the Commission 
should find the rates and divisions were not unlawful. 


Motor Proposed Reports 


(Recommended orders in proposed motor reports, at expiration 
of 20 days from date of service of reports (unless otherwise stated), 
become effective unless exceptions have been filed within the 20-day 
period or exceptions have been seasonably filed by other parties, or 
the order has been stayed or postponed by the Commission. State 
in which applicant has home office is shown in “black face” type, 
with name of town or city following.) 


Oregon (Baker)—MC 102890, Ralph Culley, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 172. Served Nov. 14. Certificate 
proposed. Ores, ore concentrates and mining supplies between 
Bourne and Sumpter, Ore. Twenty-five days for exceptions. 

Oregon (Portland)—-MC 102865, Victor Schmeer, common 
carrier application. Joint board 172. Served Nov. 14. Cer- 
tificate proposed. General commodities in the performance of 
collection and delivery service at Portland, Ore. Twenty-five 
days for exceptions. 

California (San Francisco)—-MC 102751, Sub. 3, E. Bar- 
bettini, extension—Buckeye mines. Examiner F. Roy Linn. 
Served Nov. 14. Certificate recommended. Ore and ore con- 
centrates, Buckeye mines, approximately 17 miles southwest of 
Vernalis, Calif., and points within 4 miles thereof to Vernalis, 
Carbona, Rhodes, Westley and Stockton, Calif. Twenty-five 
days for exceptions. 

California (San Francisco)—-MC 102751, Sub. 2, E. Bar- 
bettini, common carrier application. Examiner F. Roy Linn. 
Served Nov. 14. Certificate recommended. Ore and ore con- 
centrates, Cave, Calif., and points within 5 miles thereof, to 
Folsom, Calif. Twenty-five days for exceptions. 

Indiana (Evansville)—-MC 102667, Richard W. Holdren, 
dba Red Arrow Delivery, common carrier application. Joint 
board 155. Served Nov. 14. Certificate recommended. Such 
merchandise as is dealt in by wholesale and retail stores, in 
parcel delivery service, Evansville, Ind., to Henderson, Ky., and 
return. 

Washington (Walla Walla)—-MC 102564, Braden-Bell Trac- 
tor & Equipment Co., common carrier application. Joint board 
81. Served Nov. 14. Certificate proposed. Heavy road ma- 
chinery and heavy farm machinery between points in Ida., Ore., 
and Wash. Twenty-five days for exceptions. 

Texas (Odessa)—-MC 102561, Paul C. Graham and H. T. 
Luther, co-partners, dba Red Ball Transfer & Storage Co., com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner James C. Cheseldine. 
Served Nov. 14. Denial of certificate proposed. Household 
goods and used office furniture and fixtures and equipment be- 
tween points within 100 miles of Odessa, Tex., and between 
points in that territory, on the one hand, and points in Ark., 
Colo., Kan., La., N. M., and Okla., on the other. 

Texas (Odessa)—-MC 102528, J. S. Brimberry, dba Oilfield 
Transportation Co., common carrier application. Joint board 
33. Served Nov. 14. Denial of certificate proposed. Oilfield 
supplies, equipment, and machinery between all points in Tex., 
and between all points in Tex., on the one hand, and points in 
N. M., on the other. 

Illinois (Nauvoo)—MC 102477, Francis Elmer Garrett, dba 
Garrett Transfer, contract carrier application. Joint board 54. 
Served Nov. 14. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. Gen- 
eral commodities (railway express shipments) between Ft. 
Madison, Ia., and Nauvoo, Ill. 
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West Virginia (Franklin)—-MC 102340, Sub. 1, C. C. Sim- 
mons, extension—farm machinery, etc. Joint board 118. Served 
Nov. 14. Certificate proposed. Specified commodities, between 
Petersburg, W. Va., on the one hand, and points in Pendleton 
county, W. Va., on the other. Hearing on request. Thirty days 
for exceptions. 

illinois (Kewanee)—-MC 101472, Sub. 2, L. E. Boling, ex- 
tension—La Crosse-Milwaukee-St. Louis. Joint board 194. 
Served Nov. 14. Permit recommended. Malt beverages, in 
quantities of 20,000 pounds or more, from La Crosse and Mil- 
waukee, Wis., to Kewanee, IIll., and empty malt beverage con- 
tainers in the opposite direction. 

New York (Cortland)—-MC 101409, Arthur Webster, con- 
tract carrier application. Examiner B. E. Williams. Served 
Nov. 14. Permit recommended. Dairy products, East Homer, 
N. Y., to New York, N. Y., and empty containers on return. 

New Mexico (Deming)—MC 100204, Sub. 2, A. H. Putts, 
extension—Arizona. Joint board 129. Served Nov. 14. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Live stock, between points in N. M., on the 
one hand, and points in Ariz., on the other. 

_ lowa (Sioux City)—-MC 96415, F. McManigal, contract car- 
rier application. Joint board 185. Served Nov. 14. Permit 
proposed. Such commodities as are dealt in by retail depart- 
ment and mail-order department stores, Sioux City, Ia., to 
points in S. D., and Neb., within 50 miles thereof, and returned, 
rejected, or trade-in-merchandise in the opposite direction. 

New Jersey (Vineland)—MC 87514, Nicholas Tuso, Jr., dba 
Interstate Express, common carrier application. Examiner B. 
E. Williams. Served Nov. 14. Permit proposed on finding ap- 
plicant’s operations to be those of a contract carrier, and find- 
ings in prior report, 22 M. C. C. 616, reversed. Continued oper- 
ations, petroleum products in bulk, in tank-truck, Marcus Hook, 
Pa., and Philadelphia, Pa., to Vineland, N. J. 

Montana (Gallatan Gateway)—-MC 77724, Sub. 1, P. F. 
Karst, dba Karst’s Stage, extension—U. S. army camp. Joint 
board 83. Served Nov. 14. Certificate recommended. General 
commodities, with exceptions, between West Yellowstone, Mont., 
and West Yellowstone Triangular division camp, near Henry’s 
Lake, Ida. Hearing on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 

New Mexico (Las Cruces)—-MC 69764, Sub. 1, William Ed- 
win Whitfield—extension—Hatch, N. M. Joint board 33. Served 
Nov. 14. Denial of certificate proposed. Specified commodities 
between points in N. M., and Tex. 

Indiana (Terre Haute)—MC 60220, Sub. 2, Union Transfer 
Co., Inc., extension—Winchester. Joint board 155. Served Nov. 
14. Denial of certificate proposed. General commodities over 
regular routes connecting Winchester and Indianapolis, Ind., 
and connecting Evansville, Ind., and Owensboro, Ky. 

Massachusetts (F'almouth)—-MC 59829, Arnold I. Anderson, 
common carrier application. Examiner Samuel M. Badian. 
Served Nov. 14. Denial of permit or certificate proposed under 
the grandfather clauses. General commodities, with exceptions, 
between points in Mass., Me., N. H., Vt., Conn., R. L, N. Y., 
N. J., Pa., Del., Md., and D. C. 

Minnesota (Minneapolis)—-MC 52822, Sub. 5, Mid Amer- 
ica Truck Lines, Inc., extension—via Carroll, Ia. Examiner C. 
J. Peterson. Served Nov. 14. Certificate recommended. Gen- 
eral commodities, with exceptions, between Storm Lake, Ia., 
and the junction of U. S. highways 71 and 34. 

Arkansas (Little Rock)—-MC 50026, Sub. 2, Arkansas Mo- 
tor Coaches, Limited, Inc., extension—alternate route. Joint 
board 215. Served Nov. 14. Certificate proposed. Passengers 
and their baggage, and express, mail and newspapers in the 
same vehicle with passengers between Log Cabin and Hot 
Springs National Park, Ark. Hearing on request. Thirty days 
for exceptions. 

New York (Elmira)—MC 45735, Seneca Lines, Inc., com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner Henry A. Cockrum. Served 
Nov. 14. Certificate recommended, on further hearing. Gen- 
eral commodities, with exceptions, between Elmira, N. Y., and 
Olean, N. Y., and between Elmira and New York, N. Y. 


IMinois (Edwardsville)—-MC 42537, Sub. 6, Cassens Trans- 
port Co., extension—Missouri points. Examiner C. F. Price. 
Served Nov. 14. Certificate proposed. Automobiles, trucks, 
automobile bodies, and chassis, in initial movements only, by 
truckaway, from Detroit, Mich., to points in Mo., except those 
in the St. Louis, Mo.-E. St. Louis, Ill., commercial zone, and 
from Evansville, Ind., to points in Mo., except St. Louis, Mo., 
and return. 

New York (Red Hook)—-MC 35658, Sub. 1, Edward Slezak, 
extension—points in New York, Connecticut and Massachusetts. 
Joint board 191. Served Nov. 14. Denial of certificate pro- 
posed. Agricultural lime, points in Berkshire county, Mass., 
and Canaan and Falls Village, Conn., to points in Dutchess and 
Columbia counties, N. Y. 

New Mexico (Las Cruces)—-MC 29495, Sub. 1, H-K Truck 
Line, extension—off-route points. Joint board 33. Served Nov. 
14, Certificate proposed. General commodities, with excep- 
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tions, from and to all off-route points, within 5 miles of the 
route and termini of the regular route between Las Cruces 
N. M., and El Paso, Tex., over U. S. highway 80 and to ang 
from the off-route point of Dona Ana, N. M. 

Washington (Spokane)—MC 28594, Sub. 2, John N. Adams, 
dba Grand Coulee Motor Freight, Wilbur-Oroville extension, 
Joint board 80. Served Nov. 14. Denial of certificate proposed, 
General commodities, with exceptions, between Wilbur, Wash, 
on the one hand, and points in Wash., on the other. Twenty. 
five days for exceptions. 

Mississippi (Hattiesburg)—-MC 27356, Sub. 1, N. Moses 
Saliba, extension—Camp Shelby. Joint board 28. Served Noy, 
14. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with excep. 
tions, to and from all intermediate points between Hattiesburg, 
Miss., and New Orleans, La., over U. S. highway 11. 

New Jersey (Jersey City)—-MC 22416, Anna Martielli, com. 
mon carrier application. Examiner W. E. Messer. Served Nov, 
14. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. Used household 
goods and office and store fixtures between points in Ala., Conn, 
Del., Fla., Ga., Ill., Ind., Ky., Me., Mass., Mich., Miss., N. H, 
Dis dies es ns Es ey le ee Be ee ee Soe DO, Ve VE, 2 
Va., and Wis. 

North Carolina (Lenoir)—-MC 7804, Sub. 7, Smith’s Trans. 
fer Corporation, extension—additional points in North Caro- 
lina and Tennessee. Joint board 8. Served Nov. 14. Certifi- 
cate proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, between 
points in N. C., and Tenn. 

Tennessee (Memphis)—-MC 803, Sub. 5, W. H. Tiney, dba 
Tiney Truck Line, Camp Joseph T. Robinson extension. Joint 
board 215. Served Nov. 14. Certificate proposed. General 
commodities, with exceptions, between North Little Rock, Ark, 
and Camp Joseph T. Robinson, Ark., and return. 

New York (Brooklyn)—MC 102765, Sub. 1, E. A. Guenther, 
Inc., contract carrier application. Examiner David R. White. 
Served Nov. 15. Permit proposed. Specified commodities be- 
tween New York, N. Y., and Linden, N. J. Hearing on request. 
Thirty days for exceptions. i 

illinois (Galesburg)—-MC 102675, Frank Collier, dba Col- 
lier’s Truck Line, contract carrier application. Joint board 111. 
Served Nov. 15. Permit recommended. Fresh meat and pack- 
ing house products, Waterloo, Ia., to Galesburg, IIl. 

Nebraska (Scottsbluff)—-MC 93715, Jim Bramwell, com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner F. D. Binkley. Served Noy. 
15. Permit recommended. Musical instruments, radio sets, re- 
frigerators, and washing machines between Scottsbluff, Neb. 
and points in Wyo., within 90 miles of Scottsbluff. 


Massachusetts (Boston)—-MC 79473, Sub. 1, Al Burkhardt 
Storage Warehouse Co., extension—middle and south Ailantic 
states. Examiner A. J. Ormond. Served Nov. 15. Certificate 
recommended. Household goods between points in Mass., east 
of the Connecticut River, on the one hand, and points in Del. 
Fla., Ga., Md., N. C., Pa., S. C., Va., W. Va., and D. C., on the 
other. 

Oregon (McMinnville)—-MC 58921, Sub. 3, Joyce Willis, 
extension—California. Joint board 11. Served Nov. 15. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Seed and grain in quantities of 14,000 pounds 
or more, between points in Calif., except that no service be 
authorized from one point to another point, both of which are 
served by railroads or Class A-1 motor carriers. Twenty-five 
days for exceptions. 


Minnesota (Minneapolis)—-MC 52822, Sub. 4, Mid America 
Truck Lines, Inc., extension via Sheldon, Ia. Joint board 146. 
Served Nov. 15. Certificate recommended. General commodi- 
ties, with exceptions, between the junction of U. S. highway (0 
and Iowa highway 33 near LeMars, Ia., and the junction of 
Minnesota highway 60 and U. S. highway 169. 


Minnesota (Minneapolis)—-MC 52822, Sub. 3, Mid America 
Truck Lines, Inc., extension—via Odebolt and Denison, Ia. Ex 
aminer C. J. Peterson. Served Nov. 15. Certificate recom- 
mended. General commodities, with exceptions, between Storm 
Lake, Ia., and the junction of U. S. highways 30 and 75. 


New York (Brooklyn)—-MC 42093, Dorothy Lienhart, dba 
Acme Moving & Storage Co., common carrier application. Ex- 
aminer Roy R. Waterbury. Served Nov. 15. Denial proposed 
under the grandfather clause. Household goods between New 
York, N. Y., on the one hand, and points in N. J., Conn., Pa. 
O., Ind., D. C., R. I., Del., Md., Mass., and N. C., on the other. 

INMinois (Chicago)—-MC 44761, Lee Brothers, Inc., contrac! 
carrier application, embracing MC 52522, Harold J. Lee and 
Francis P. Lee, co-partners, dba Lee Bros., common carrier 4p 
plication. Examiner Curtis C. Henderson. Served Nov. ): 
Certificate proposed on finding applicant’s operations to be 
those of a common carrier. Continued operations, specified 
commodities from Westfield and Silver Creek, N. Y., and North 
East, Pa., to Lawton and Mattawan, Mich., and general com: 
modities, with exceptions, between Chicago, Ill., and points 
Ill., within 40 miles thereof, on the one hand, and points in 0: 
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and N. Y., Mich., Ind., Pa., and St. Louis, Mo., and Wheeling, 
W. Va., on the other. 

Maryland (Baltimore)—-MC 36125, Sub. 1, August J. La- 
mana, dba A. J. Lamana, extension—furniture. Examiner Sam- 
uel C. Shoup. Served Nov. 15. Certificate recommended on 
further hearing. Used furniture, uncrated, New York, N. Y., 
to Baltimore, Md., and new upholstered furniture, uncrated, 
from Baltimore to points in Pa., Va., and W. Va. 

Oregon (Burns)—MC 30200, Sub. 2, William F. Oltman, 

dba Oltman Truck Service, Oregon extension. Joint board 172. 
Served No. 15. Certificate recommended. General commodi- 
ties, with exceptions, between points in Ore., on the one hand, 
and points in Ore., on the other. Twenty-five days for excep- 
ions. 
Pennsylvania (Mahanoy City)—-MC 28978, Sub. 1, Schuyl- 
kill Transportation Co., extension of operations—Mahanoy City, 
Pa. Examiner A. J. Ormond. Served Nov. 15. Certificate 
proposed. Passengers and their baggage, express, mail, and 
newspapers between Mahanoy City and St. Clair, Pa.; also 
passengers and their baggage in special operations in round- 
trip sightseeing or pleasure tours, beginning and ending at 
points on applicant’s routes and extending to points in N. Y., 
N. J., Del., Md., D. C., Va., and O., with no pick-up or discharge 
of passengers at points other than those on applicant’s regular 
routes. 

New York (Red Hook)—MC 10957, Sub. 3, Theodore Van 
Dyke, extension—points in Mass., Conn., and N. Y. Joint board 
191. Served Nov. 15. Denial of certificate proposed on fur- 
ther hearing. Lime, limestone, and lime fertilizers, points in 
Mass., and Conn., to points in N. Y. 

Mississippi (Biloxi)—-MC 9444, Sub. 1, Biloxi Transfer & 
Storage Co., extension—Arkansas, Georgia and Texas. Exam- 
iner J. L. Bradford. Served Nov. 15. Dismissal of application 
for a certificate proposed at request of applicant. Household 
goods and uncrated office furniture between points in Ark., Ga., 
and Tex., and between points in those states, on the one hand, 
and points in Ala., and Miss., on the other. 

New York (Utica)—-MC 9279, Sub. 1, Chester P. Craska, 
extension—Syracuse, Utica, N. Y. Examiner Herbert P. Haley. 
Served Nov. 15. Permit proposed. Fresh meats and packing 
house products, Syracuse, N. Y., to Utica, N. Y. 

Ohio (Lima)—MC 4808, Lima Truck & Storage Co., con- 
tract carrier application. Joint board 117. Served Nov. 15. 
Certificate proposed on finding applicant’s operations to be 
those of a common carrier. Continued operation, general com- 
modities, with exceptions, between points within 5 miles of 
Lima, O., and including Lima. The joint board recommended 
that applicant’s operations as a common carrier of general com- 
modities for railroads and a motor carrier within their respec- 
tive terminal areas at Lima, be found not subject to regulation 
under part II of the interstate commerce act. 

lowa (Kalona)—-MC 3497, Sub. 1, John H. Speas and Wal- 
ter R. Speas, extension—Morton, Ill. Joint board 54. Served 
Nov. 15. Certificate proposed... Elevators, portable or station- 
ary, elevator parts, attachments and accessories, Morton, III., 
to Kalona, Ia., and points within a radius of 15 miles thereof. 

Florida (Jacksonville)—-MC 2900, Sub. 19, Great Southern 
Trucking Co., extension—advanced flying school. Joint board 
101. Served Nov. 15. Certificate recommended. General com- 
modities, except household goods, between Macon, Ga., and 
Perry, Ga., serving all intermediate points and the off-route 
points of U. S. army advanced flying school No. 1 and U. S. 
army Georgia air depot. 

Florida (Jacksonville)—-MC 2900, Sub. 18, Great Southern 
Trucking Co., extension—Moultrie airport. Joint board 101. 
Served Nov. 15. Certificate recommended. General commodi- 
ties, except household goods, between Moultrie, Ga., and Moul- 
trie Airport, Ga., over Ga. highway 33. 


Florida (Jacksonville)—-MC 2900, Sub. 13, Great Southern 
Trucking Co., extension. Joint board 101. Served Nov. 15. 
Certificate proposed. High explosives not requiring special 
equipment and general commodities, except household goods, 
between Macon, Ga., and Franklinton, Ga. 

New Hampshire (Manchester)—-MC 2840, L. E. Bagley Co., 
Inc, common carrier application. Examiner H. G. Kurtz. 
Served Nov. 15. Certificate proposed. Continuance of opera- 
tion, electrical equipment and supplies, and heavy machinery, 
between Manchester, N. H., on the one hand, and points in 
Mass., on the other, and household goods, between points in 
N. H., on the one hand, and points in Me., Vt., Mass., R. L., 
Conn., N. Y.. N. J., and Pa., on the other. 

Florida (Jacksonville)—-MC 2900, Sub. 12, Great Southern 
Trucking Co., extension—Army Depot, Ga. Joint board 101. 
Served Nov. 15. Certificate recommended. High explosives not 
requiring special equipment, general commodities, except house- 
hold goods, between Atlanta and Jonesboro, Ga., serving the 
intermediate point of Army Depot, Ga. 

Minnesota (St. Paul)—-MC 481, Sub. 2, Ora D. Smith, dba 
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Twin City Freight Lines, common carrier application. 
board 145. Served Nov. 15. 


Joint 
Certificate proposed. General 
commodities, with exceptions, between St. Paul and Minne- 
apolis, Minn., on the one hand, and the Twin City ordnance 
plant, in Mounds View township, Ramsey county, Minn., on the 


other. Hearing on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 

New Jersey (Bound Brook)—MC 100793, Sub. No. 1, Frank 
Jannone, contract carrier extension. Joint board 67. Served 
Nov. 17. Permit proposed. Glace pineapple and cherries, 
citron, orange and lemon peel, ginger, assorted fruits in brine, 
and materials used in manufacture of glace fruits, in seasonal 
operation, in September, October and November of each year, 
from Bound Brook to Philadelphia, Pa., over specified routes, 
with no transportation for compensation and with no service 
as intermediate or off-route points. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Maryland (Mt. Airy)—MC 103042, Calvin Otey, common 
carrier application. Examiner Harold L. Seaman. Served Nov. 
18. Certificate proposed. Horses (other than ordinary live 
stock) and equipment and paraphernalia incidental to the care, 
transportation and exhibition of horses, between New York. 
N. Y., and points in New York within 25 miles thereof, and 
points in N. H., Mass., R. I., Del., Pa., Md., Va., W. Va., O., 
N. C., Fla., and D. C., traversing N. J., S. C. and Ga., for operat- 
ing convenience only, over irregular routes. Thirty days for 
exceptions. 

Massachusetts (Methuen)—MC 102904, John W. Appleyard, 
dba Appleyard’s Bus, common carrier application. Joint board 
69. Served Nov. 18. Denial proposed. Passengers and baggage, 
in charter operation, between Methuen, Lawrence, Andover and 
North Andover, Mass., on the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Me., and N. H., over irregular routes. 

California (Westwood)—MC 102897, Jesse F. Osborne, 
common carrier application. Joint board 78. Served Nov. 18. 
Certificate proposed. Passengers and baggage, in round-trip 
charter operations, over irregular routes, beginning and ending 
at points within area embracing Westwood and points within 
50 miles thereof, excluding Susanville, Calif., and extending 
to Reno, Nev., and points within 50 miles thereof. Thirty 
days for exceptions. 

Texas (Stratford)—-MC 102815, H. J. Du Vall, dba Du Vall 
Film Express common carrier application. Joint board 16. 
Served Nov. 18. Certificate proposed. Motion picture films, 
advertising materials and theater projection machine supplies 
between Oklahoma City, Okla., and Stratford, Tex., over 
specified route, serving designated intermediate and off-route 
points. 

Oregon (Baker)—MC 102739, Lee Roby, common carrier 
application. Joint board 172. Served Nov. 18. Certificate 
proposed. Ores and ore concentrates from points in Baker 
county, Ore., to rail heads in that county, over irregular routes. 
Twenty-five days for exceptions. 

Massachusetts (Springfield) —-MC 102681, Albert C. Lamier, 
dba Hollywood Express, contract carrier application. Joint 
board 134. Served Nov. 18. Certificate proposed. Stoves, 
ranges, oil burners and furnaces, including parts and accessories 
therefor, between Springfield, Mass., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Conn., and R. IL, over irregular routes. 
Amendment of the application to seek common carrier authority 
was allowed at the hearing, said the board. 

Pennsylvania (Pittsburgh)—-MC 102549, E. Lee, Jr., con- 
tract carrier application. Joint board 59. Served Nov. 18. 
Permit proposed. Merchandise dealt in by wholesale, retail 
and chain grocery and food business houses, and equipment, 
materials and supplies used in conduct of such business, between 
Pittsburgh, on the one hand, and points in Ohio and West 
Virginia within 75 miles thereof, on the other, over irregular 
routes. 

Connecticut (Plainville)—-MC 102188, Sub. No. 1, Arthur G. 
Schmidt, contract carrier application. Joint board 22. Served 
Nov. 18. Permit proposed. Fresh meats and packinghouse 
products and advertising matter used in connection with sale 
thereof, from Chicopee, Mass., to specified points in Connecticut, 
and refused, returned or rejected shipments on return to 
Chicopee. Thirty days for exceptions. 

lowa (Burlington)—-MC 102062, Sub. No. 2, L. A. Benne 
and D. V. Lynn, common carrier extension. Joint board 54. 
Served Nov. 18. Certificate proposed. General commodities, 
with exceptions, from Burlington to Chicago, IIl., over specified 
route, with authority to serve Elgin, Ill., as intermediate point 
for delivery of butter only, and with further restriction that 
applicant may not pick up at Elgin or transport traffic from 
Chicago to Burlington over that route. 

New Hampshire (Brookline)—-MC 93960, Sub. No. 1, Arvo 
C. Bedders, common carrier extension. Joint board 20. 
Served Nov. 18. Certificate proposed. Granite from Brookline 
and Milford, N. H., to points in Massachusetts, and solid fuel 
from Charlestown, East Boston and Everett, Mass., to Brook- 
line, over irregular routes. 
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lowa (Malcom)—MC 89309, Sub. No. 1, F. E. Kensinger, 
dba Kensinger Transportation, common carrier extension. Ex- 
aminer L. B. Dunn. Served Nov. 18. Denial, for want of 
prosecution, proposed. General commodities between Chicago 
and Peoria, Ill., and Malcom and points within 10 miles thereof, 
and many specified commodities between those points and 
Forest Park and points in northern Illinois, over irregular 
routes. 

Kentucky (Lexington)—-MC 84735, Sub. No. 6, Short Way 
Lines, Inc., common carrier extension. Joint board 105. Served 
Nov. 18. Certificate proposed. Passengers, baggage, express, 
mail and newspapers (1) between Danville, Ky., and the Ky.- 
Tenn state line, and (2) between Columbia, Ky., and Albany, 
Ky., over specified routes, with service at all intermediate 
points. Thirty days for exceptions. 

California (San Francisco)—-MC 78786, Sub. No. 61, Pacific 
Motor Trucking Co., common carrier extension. Examiner 
Harold L. Seaman. Served Nov. 18. Certificate proposed. 
General commodities, with exceptions, between Clements and 
Valley Springs, Calif., over specified route, with service at in- 
termediate points of Wallace and Helsima. Thirty days for 
exceptions. 

Tennessee (Nashville)—MC 78632, Sub. No. 4, Hoover 
Motor Express Co., Inc., common carrier extension. Joint 
board 25. Served Nov. 18. Certificate proposed. General com- 
modities, with exceptions, between Nashville, Tenn., and Louis- 
ville, Ky., serving the latter as an origin and destination point 
in connection with applicant’s presently authorized route over 
U. S. Highway 31-W. 

Tennessee (Nashville)—-MC 78631, Sub. No. 12, Hoover 
Truck Co., Inc., common carrier extension. Joint board 107. 
Served Nov. 18. Certificate proposed. General commodities, 
with exceptions, between Chattanooga and Kingston, Tenn., 
over Tennessee Highway 58, serving all intermediate points 
and off-route points of Georgetown, Tenn., and U. S. Volunteer 
Ordnance Plant near Tyner, Tenn. 

Pennsylvania (Akron)—MC 76353, Sub. No. 1, Jacob R. 
Shelley, common carrier extension. Examiner Wallace Schu- 
bert. Served Nov. 18. Certificate proposed, for R. S. Ludwig, 
Lancaster, Pa., as successor in interest. Brick from Ephrata, 
Pa., to points in Delaware within 25 miles of Wilmington, Del., 
over irregular routes, with no transportation for compensation 
on return, except as otherwise authorized. 

Connecticut (Bridgeport)—-MC 51363, Sub. No. 1, Samuel 
Press, dba Federal Armored Car Service, common carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner A. J. Ormond. Served Nov. 18. Dis- 
missal, at applicant’s request, proposed. Specified commodities 
between points in Fairfield county, Conn., on the one hand, 
and New York, N. Y., on the other, over irregular routes. 

Oregon (Ontario)—MC 42710, Sub. No. 2, Roy J. Smith, 
common carrier extension. Joint board 6. Served Nov. 18. 
Denial, for want of prosecution, proposed. Specified commodi- 
ties between specified points in Ore. and Ida. Twenty-five days 
for exceptions. 

Missouri (St. Louis)—-MC 30378, Associated Transports, 
Inc., common carrier application. Examiner Pete H. Dawson. 
Served Nov. 18. On further hearing, certificate proposed. Con- 
tinuance of operation, automobiles, trucks, cabs, automobile 
bodies, chassis, and unfinished automobiles, in initial movement 
thereof, from factory and assembly plants in St. Louis, Mo., to 
points in Ia., over irregular routes. 

Massachusetts (Framingham)—MC 28378, Sub. No. 3, 
Shove’s Freight Service, contract carrier extension. Joint board 
18. Served Nov. 18. Permit proposed. Asphalt in bulk in tank 
trucks, from Providence, R. I., to Framingham, over irregular 
routes. 


Rhode Island (Pawtucket)—-MC 21591, Sub. No. 4, George 
Henry Bowley, dba George H. Bowley & Son, contract carrier 
extension. Joint board 18. Served Nov. 18. Permit proposed. 
Fertilizer from Pawtucket, R. I., to points in specified Massa- 
chusetts area, and from Boston, Mass., to Pawtucket, and coke 
from Fall River, Mass., to Pawtucket and Woonsocket, R. I., 
with rejected shipments on return, over irregular routes. Thirty 
days for exceptions. 

Massachusetts (Worcester)—-MC 21272, Sub. No. 2, R. E. 
Guerin Trucking Co., Inc., common carrier extension. Joint 
board 189. Served Nov. 18. Dismissal, at applicant’s request, 
proposed. Petroleum products in bulk, between Worcester 
and points within 15 miles thereof, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in N. H. and Vt., over irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania (Chambersburg)—-MC 13258, Sub. No. 5, 
Thomas M. Zimmerman, dba T. M. Zimmerman, common car- 
rier extension. Examiner Wallace Schubert. Served Nov. 18. 
Denial proposed. Household goods between points in Fulton 
county, Pa., on the one hand, and, on the other, points in Md., 
Va., W. Va., N. Y., N. J. and D. C., over irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania (Chambersburg)—-MC 13258, Sub. No. 4, 
Thomas M. Zimmerman, dba T. M. Zimmerman, common car- 
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rier extension. Examiner Wallace Schubert. Served Noy. 1 
Certificate proposed. Canned goods from Newville, Pa., to 
Camden, N. J., over irregular routes. 

New Hampshire (Laconia)—-MC 6741, Sub. No. 2, F. s 
Willey Co., Inc., common carrier extension. Joint board 1g 
Served Nov. 18. Denial proposed. General commodities, with 
exceptions, between designated points in Massachusetts, Rhode 
Island and New Hampshire, over specified routes. The joint 
board said it was unable to conclude that applicant’s showing 
had established any real need for the proposed service. 

West Virginia (Charleston)—-MC 1504, Sub. No. 38, At. 
lantic Greyhound Corporation, common carrier extension. Joint 
board 65. Served Nov. 18. Certificate proposed. Passengers, 
baggage, express, newspapers and mail between Donaldson's 
Cross Roads and Clifton, Pa., over U. S. Highway 19, with no 
service at intermediate points. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Oklahoma (Oklahoma City)—-MC 1422, Sub. No. 2, Voss 
Truck Lines, Inc., common carrier extension. Joint board gg 
Served Nov. 18. Certificate proposed. General commodities, 
with exceptions, between Oklahoma City and site of U. S. army 
air depot near Marion, Okla., over regular route. Thirty days 
for exceptions. 

Texas (Houston)—-MC 1124, Sub. No. 11, Herrin Transpor-. 
tation Co., common carrier extension. Joint board 164. Served 
Nov. 18. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with ex. 
ceptions, between Boutte, La., and Huey P. Long bridge near New 
Orleans, La., over specified route, with service at all interme. 
diate points. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Massachusetts (Adams)—-MC 111, Sub. No. 1, Sam H. 
Vigeant, common carrier application. Joint board 22. Served 
Nov. 18. Certificate proposed. Fertilizer and ingredients used 
in the manufacture thereof, from New Haven and West Haven, 
Conn., to points in Berkshire, Franklin and Hampshire coun- 
ties, Mass., and Springfield, Mass., in March, April and May of 
each year, over irregular routes. 


c. 0. & G. ABANDONMENT 


Further operation of the line would impose an unneces- 
sary and undue burden on interstate commerce, said Examiner 
M. S. Jameson in a proposed report in Finance No. 13342, 
Choctaw, Oklahoma & Gulf Railroad Co. et al., trustees aban- 
donment, in which he recommended that the Commission au- 
thorize abandonment by Frank O. Lowden, James E. Gorman 
and Joseph B. Fleming as trustees of the Choctaw, Oklahoma 
& Gulf and abandonment of operation by them as trustees of 
the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific of a branch line of the 
Choctaw, Oklahoma & Gulf extending from Tecumseh Junction 
to Asher, approximately 25.2 miles, in Pottawatomie county, 
Okla. 

Examiner Jameson said the application was filed pursuant 
to an order of the court of jurisdiction in the Rock Island re- 
organization proceedings now pending. He cited estimates 
by the applicants showing that there had been a decline from 
a net system profit of $82,212 in 1937 to a net system loss of 
$6,311 in 1940. Service on the branch was by a mixed train oper- 
ating when there was freight to be moved, approximately once 
a week, he said. In view of the “rapidly declining’ revenues, 
the necessity for extensive repairs on the branch, and the ab- 
sence of evidence indicating any substantial and reasonably 
assured increase in traffic, he concluded that further operation 
would not be warranted. 


Illinois State Coal Rates 


The Coal Trade Association of Illinois, in exceptions to the 
proposed report in No. 23130, intrastate rates on bituminous 
coal between points in Illinois, devotes attention, in particular, 
to expressions of Examiner Tresize indicating his belief, as 
the exceptor takes it, that a minimum rate order applicable to 
single carloads of coal is not binding on shipments in more than 
single carloads. 

According to the excepting association, the examiner states 
that the petition which led to the investigation under section 13 
“related exclusively to single carloads of coal as did also the 
finding and orders of the Commission” or states that the out- 
standing order in consequence of the finding in the second sup- 
plemental report “which prescribed a minimum intrastate rate 
on coal in single carloads from the Springfield group to Chicago, 
has no reference to trainloads of 2,500 tons or more.” : 

Under the principle that the examiner proposes in this 
proceeding, says the exceptor, the outstanding orders of this 
Commission in this proceeding could be “flouted and evaded by 
the carriers publishing for intrastate application any rate the) 
desired by making that rate applicable to a minimum of two 
carloads.” Such a result, says the association, is not the inten! 
of the interstate commerce act. The Illinois Central, it adds, 


recognizing that the outstanding order prohibits its publishing 








Nove! 


this © 
tion 0 
the pl 

T 


the 
propo 
asks | 
repor 
on co 
field 

publis 
ciatio 
act.” 
artic 
fn thi 
applic 
great 


rate | 
movil 
be, ir 
mere! 
two ( 
one 6 


M 
order 
instea 

M 
MC 11 
4, Ea: 
MC 52 
tion. 
Janua 
M 
order 
other 
order. 
M 
of Ju 
instea 
M 
applic 
Sub. | 
Railre 
exten: 
applic 
entere 
in MC 
Nover 
effect! 
M 
tion; 
terest 
June 
Nover 
M 
and § 
of ter 
erties 
M 
petiti 
effect 
M 

MC 2 
No. 3 

for re 

for re 
N 
Sub, 
petiti 
N 
tition 
sider: 
for le 
N 
petiti 
N 
carrie 
Deniz 
Janu: 
N 
MC 2 
Dlicay 
N 
tion | 
field 
porta 
porta 
tion | 
DeRu 
N 
cant’; 
N 
and | 





2, F.S, 
oard 18. 
‘ies, with 
S, Rhode 
The joint 
showing 
e, 
. 38, At- 
mn. Joint 
ssengers, 
naldson’s 
, With no 
tions, 

. 2, Voss 
board 88. 
imodities, 
. S. army 
irty days 


lranspor- 
Served 
With ex- 
near New 
interme- 


Sam H. 
Served 
ents used 
st Haven, 
ire coun- 
d May of 


unneces- 
Examiner 
lo. 13342, 
ees aban- 
ission au- 
. Gorman 
Oklahoma 
rustees of 
ne of the 
1 Junction 
e county, 


pursuant 
Island re- 
estimates 
‘line from 
m loss of 
rain oper- 
ately once 
revenues, 
id the ab- 
easonably 
operation 


ons to the 
yituminous 
particular, 
belief, as 
jlicable to 
more than 


iner states 
section 13 
J also the 
t the out- 
cond sup- 
istate rate 
o Chicago, 


es in this 
rs of this 
evaded by 
rate they 
im of two 
the intent 
il, it adds, 
publishing 


November 22, 1941 


this rate, properly came to the Commission seeking a modifica- 
tion of the cutstanding order so as to permit the publication of 
the proposed multiple carload rate. 

The association asks that the report be disapproved and that 
the matter be referred back to the examiner to write a report 
proposing proper findings of fact based on the evidence. It also 
asks for oral argument. The theory advanced in the proposed 
report that the Commission having established minimum rates 
on coal in carloads for intrastate application from the Spring- 
field group to Chicago, has no jurisdiction over a lower rate 
published by a carrier subject to that order, is, says the asso- 
ciation, “a drastic and vital departure from the concept of the 
act.” While the instant case is of great importance to the 
parties involved, says the association, the proposal contained 
in the report, that a variation in minima to which a rate is 
applicable can nullify a thirteenth section order is of much 
greater importance not only to the parties but to the country. 

“Tt is inconceivable,” says the association, “that a minimum 
rate established by the Commission for a commodity usually 
moving in carloads, and applicable to shipments in carloads can 
be, in effect, revoked by the carriers subject to such order by 
merely reducing the rate, subject to a minimum of not less than 
two cars to be shipped by one consigner to one consignee at 
one destination.” 


COMMISSION ORDERS 


MC 8968, Harry B. Wilson, common carrier application. Denial 
order of September 29 modified to become effective February 10, 1942, 
instead of November 10. 

MC 11220, Gordons Transports, Inc., common carrier application; 
MC 11220 Sub. No. 3, Same, extension, Morehouse; MC 41432 Sub. No. 
4, East Texas Motor Freight Lines, common carrier application; and 
MC 52509 Sub. No. 3, Gordon Interstate, Inc., common carrier applica- 
tion. Denial order of June 3 further modified to become effective 
January 10, 1942, instead of November 12. 

MC 42246, Ray C. Kline, common carrier application. Report and 
order of December 7, 1940, vacated and application reopened for such 
other and further proceedings, hearings and action as Commission may 
order. 

MC 62445, Harry Jaffa, contract carrier application. Denial order 
of June 27 further modified to become effective February 10, 1942, 
instead of November 12. 

MC 75872, Boston & Maine Transportation Co., common carrier 
application; MC 75871, Same, contract carrier application; MC 75871 
Sub. No. 1, Same, extension of operations; MC 15934, Boston & Maine 
Railroad, common carrier application; MC 15934 Sub. No. 1, Same, 
extension of operations; MC 30377, Big Three, Inc., common carrier 
application; and MC 30376, Same, contract carrier application. Order 
entered October 10, in so far as it denies in all or in part, applications 
in MC 30377, MC 30376, MC 75872, MC 75871 and MC 15934, effective 
November 25, modified to extent that such denial order shall become 
effective January 10, 1942. 

MC 78877, Liberty Fast Freight Co., Inc., common carrier applica- 
tion; and MC 78877, Liberty Fast Freight Co., Inc. (successor in in- 
terest to Mae Reilly), common carrier application. Denial order of 
June 11 further modified to become effective December 15 instead of 
November 12. 


MC F-1706, Herrin Transportation Co., purchase, Wald Transfer 
and Storage Co. Petition requesting approval, under section 210a(b), 
of temporary operation by Herrin Transportation Co. of certain prop- 
erties of Wald Transfer and Storage Co. denied. 

MC 1896, Boss Lines, Inc., common carrier application. Applicant’s 
petition for reconsideration, further hearing and postponement of 
effective date of denial order denied. 

MC 2912, Burlington Truckers, Inc., common carrier application; 
MC 2912 Sub. No. 2, Same, extension of operations; and MC 2912 Sub. 
No, 3, Same, extension of operations, Celco, Va. Applicant’s petition 
for reopening and reconsideration in MC 2912 and petition of applicant 
for reconsideration or further hearing in MC 2912 Sub. No. 3 denied. 

MC 4920, R. R. Wallace, common carrier application; and MC 4920 

Sub. No. 1, Same, extension of operations, Mississippi. Applicant’s 
petition for reconsideration dismissed. 
_ MC 7450, Abram Jerome Novick, common carrier application. Pe- 
ution filed by Bingaman Motor Express Co., Inc., et al., for recon- 
sideration and further hearing, and petition of Barnwell Brothers, Inc., 
for leave to intervene denied. 


MC 15453, Orman Mann, common carrier application. Applicant’s 


petition for reconsideration and vacation of denial order denied. 

MC 17469, New York Massachusetts Motor Service, Inc., contract 
carrier application; and MC 17470, Same, common carrier application. 
Denial order of October 20, 1939, further modified to become effective 
January 15, 1942, instead of November 12. 


MC 20783, W. H. Tompkins Co., common carrier application; and 
MC 20783 Sub. No. 1, Same, extension of operations, seven states. Ap- 
Plicant’s petition for reconsideration denied. 

_ MC 30005, John S. Ginocchio, common carrier application. Peti- 
tion filed by Pacific Southwest Railroad Association, Tonopah & Gold- 
field Railroad Co., Mt. Lassen Motor Transit, Inc., Northern Trans- 
portation and Supply Co., E. A. DeRuchia Lines and Reno-Fallon Trans- 
portation Line, for stay of effective date of order and for reconsidera- 
se and modification of report and order, and petition filed by E. A. 
eRuchia for rehearing denied. 
‘ Mc 31340, Motor Transit Co., common carrier application. Appli- 
ant’s third petition for reconsideration or further hearing dismissed. 
; A 32242, N. C. Purdie Corporation, common carrier application; 
Nd MC 32242 Sub. No. 1, Same, extension, New Jersey. Denial order 
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of May 21 further modified to become effective January 10, 1942, 
instead of November 12. 

MC 33551, Sterling Transportation Co., common carrier applica- 
tion. Applicant’s petition and supplemental petition for further ex- 
tension of effectiveness of denial order denied. 

MC 35840, Arrow Motor Transit, common carrier application. Ap- 
plicant’s petition for reconsideration dismissed. 

MC 50544 Sub. No. 2, Texas and Pacific Motor Transport Co., ex- 
tension of operations, Wills Point-Gladewater, Tex. Matter reopened 
for reconsideration on present record. 

MC 52772 Sub. No. 1 (formerly MC 74791), Empire Trails, Inc., 
successor in interest to Lincoln Trails System, Inc., extension of 
operations to Pittsburgh. Denial order of April 4 further modified 
to become effective November 15 instead of November 5. 

MC 61019, Fish Transport Co., Inc., common carrier application; 
and MC 61019 Sub. No. 1, Same, common carrier application New 
Bedford-Providence-Provincetown extension. Order of May 17 amended 
as hereinafter set forth. MC 61019 reopened for further hearing at 
time and place to be fixed, to determine applicant’s right to conduct 
operation as a common carrier by motor vehicle, in interstate or for- 
eign commerce, as set forth in the order. MC 61019 Sub. No. 1 re- 
opened for further hearing at time and place to be fixed, solely for 
purpose of determining whether authority heretofore granted should 
be modified to authorize the transportation of fish, including shell 
fish, fresh, salted, and frozen, in containers; shell fish, both shelled 
and unshelled, in containers; processed fish, in containers; and fish 
products, in containers. Order entered January 15, which by its 
terms denied a portion of applications, vacated and set aside. Appli- 
cation as amended referred to Examiner W. J. Cave for further hear- 
ing on November 28, at nine o’clock a. m. (Standard time), at the 
Narragansett Hotel, Providence, R. I., and for recommendation of 
an appropriate order accompanied by reasons therefor, unless parties 
to proceeding agree to omission of such recommended order. 

MC 91811 Sub. No. 3, Milton K. Morris, extension of operations. 
Applicant’s petition for reconsideration denied. 

No. 28292, Garrett and Co., Inc., vs. Alton et al. Petition of com- 
plainant for reconsideration denied. 

No. 28481, P. R. Mitchell Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. Complainant’s 
petition for reconsideration in so far as the report denies reparation, 
and defendant’s petition for reconsideration and dismissal denied. 

No. 28490, H. Bland & Co. vs. T. & N. O. et al., and a subnumber, 
Same vs. M-K-T of Texas et al. Petition by complainant for recon- 
sideration denied. 

No. 28527, Binney & Smith Co. et al. vs. C. R. I. & G. et al.; and 
No. 28528, Same vs. Same. Petition by complainants for reconsidera- 
tion denied. 

No. 28543, E. I. du Pont de Nemours & Co. vs. Southern Steamship 
Co. et al. Proceeding reopened for reconsideration. 

No. 28563, Albany Packing Co., Inc., vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. Pe- 
tition by complainant for reconsideration by Commission denied. 

No. 28662, North Carolina Line, Inc., vs. Norfolk, Baltimore and 
Carolina Line, Inc. Complaint dismissed on complainant’s request. 

No. 28687, Minnesota Canners Association vs. Alton et al. Com- 
plaint dismissed on complainant’s request. 

Finance No. 12790, application of trustees of Erie for certificate 
permitting abandonment of operation of railroad of Northern of New 
Jersey. Application dismissed for want of prosecution. 

MC 925, Doyle Transfer Co., Inc., contract carrier application. De- 
nial order of June 5 further modified to become effective January 10, 
1942, instead of November 12. 

MC 8354 Sub. No. 1, John R. Gillis. Recommended order stayed. 
Matter reopened for formal hearing at time and place to be fixed. 

MC 11018, Service Transportation Co., Inc., common carrier appli- 
cation. Denial order of June 27 further modified to become effective 
January 10, 1942, instead of November 12. 

MC 19416, C. Hobson Dunn, contract carrier application. Applicant’s 
petition for reconsideration and rehearing denied. 

MC 29886, Schrader Transportation Co., Inc., common carrier ap- 
plication; MC 29886 Sub. No. 1, Same, extension; and MC 94459 Sub. 
No. 1, Clarence F. Shelper, extension. Denial order of March 27 fur- 
ther modified to become effective January 10, 1942, instead of Novem- 
ber 12. 

MC 41404, R. K. Argo, C. R. Scates and R. G. Collier, common car- 
rier application; and MC 41404 Sub. No. 1, Same, Memphis-Montgomery 
extension. Denial order of January 10 further modified to become effec- 
tive December 15 instead of November 15. 

MC 50006, Dave Wolzinger, common carrier application. Denial 
order of June 25 further modified to become effective January 10, 1942, 
instead of November 12. 


MC 59499, United Motor Freight Terminal, Inc., common carrier 
application. Denial order of September 13 further modified to become 
effective January 10, 1942, instead of November 8. 


MC 60132 Sub. No. 3, Ford Brothers, extension, West Virginia and 
Kentucky. Matter reopened for further proceedings. Matter referred 
to joint board No. 62 for appropriate proceedings and for recommenda- 
tion of an appropriate order accompanied by reasons therefor. 


MC 62012, Walter William McCann, common carrier application; 
and MC 62012 Sub. No. 1, Same, extension of operations, Wyoming and 
Colorado. Denial order of July 8 further modified to become effective 
January 10, 1942, instead of November 12. 


MC 68902, Russell Christian Newkirk, contract carrier application. 
Denial order of June 14 further modified to become effective January 
10, 1942, instead of November 12. 


MC 77391, Sadie Hill and William Hill, contract carrier application. 
Denial order of May 29 further modified to become effective January 
10, 1942, instead of November 12. 

MC 79555, Merrie Haulers, Inc., common carrier application. De- 
nial order of June 14 further modified to become effective January 10, 
1942, instead of November 12. 


MC 87382, Joseph H. Hiti, common carrier application. Denial 
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order of June 16 further modified to become effective January 10, 
1942, instead of November 12. 

MC 89006, Harry J. Peterson, common carrier application. Denial 
order of June 5 further modified to become effective January 10, 1942, 
instead of November 12. 

MC 94409, H. M. Barrett, Sr., and H. M. Barrett, Jr., common car- 
rier application. Denial order of June 14 modified to become effective 
January 10, 1942, instead of November 12. 

MC 95833, Automobile Club of Southern California, common car- 
rier application. Matter reopened for further proceedings. Matter 
referred to Examiner E, E. Kobernusz for appropriate proceedings and 
for recommendation of an appropriate order on further consideration 
accompanied by reasons therefor. Recommended order which became 
effective as order of Commission on September 11, 1939, vacated and set 
aside. 

MC 95905, Samuel Cronk, common carrier application. Matter re- 
opened for further proceedings. Matter referred to joint board No. 
191 for appropriate proceedings and for recommendation of an appro- 
priate order on further consideration accompanied by reasons there- 
for. 

MC F-858 (supplemental), Cincinnati, Newport & Covington Rail- 
way Co., issuance of notes. Order of May 23, 1939, modified so as to 
limit aggregate amount of income demand notes that may be issued 
thereunder to not exceeding $249,729.74. 

MC F-923 (2nd supplemental), Cincinnati, Newport & Covington 
Railway Co., issuance of securities. Orders of June 28, 1939, and 
August 5, 1940, modified so as to limit aggregate amount of equipment- 
purchase promissory notes that may be issued thereunder to not ex- 
ceeding $166,612.75 and aggregate amount of income demand notes 
that may be issued thereunder to not exceeding $1,029,866.94. 


No. 28719, Archer-Daniels-Midland Co. vs. Alton et al. Glidden Co. 
permitted to intervene. 

1. & S. No. 4929 (corrected), coke, Ohio River points to Keokuk, 
Ia.; and fourth section application No. 18935, coke to Keokuk, Ia. 
Petition of protestant for reconsideration and for vacation of order 
granting fourth section relief denied. 


1. & S. M-416, periodicals, etc., Savannah, Ga., to Birmingham, Ala.; 
1. & S. M-975, periodicals, proportional, Savannah to Alabama and 
Tennessee; and MC C-92, periodicals, etc., Savanaha, Ga., to Alabama 
and Tennessee. Order entered August 26, which, as subsequently 
modified, requires respondents in I. & S. M-416 and MC C-92 to cancel 
rates under investigation on or before November 20 further modified 
to extent that such rates shall be cancelled on or before January 20, 
1942, on not less than one day’s notice. 


1. & S. M-1316, wool tops between Massachusetts and the Philadel- 
phia area. Petition of respondents for vacation of order and for 
further hearing denied. 


MC C-300, paper and paper bags, Alabama and Mississippi to New 
Orleans. Petition filed by respondents to broaden investigation denied. 
Proceeding discontinued. 

Ex Parte MC 22, motor carrier rates in New England. LEastern- 
Central Motor Carriers Association of Akron, O., permitted to intervene. 

Fourth section applications Nos. 16786 and 19373, scrap iron to Ash- 
land, Ky. Fourth section application No. 19373, as amended, assigned 
for hearing at such time and place as Commission may hereafter desig- 
nate. Proceeding in fourth section application No. 16786, Scrap Iron 
to Ashland, Ky., 223 I. C. C. 340, reopened and assigned for further 
hearing with application No. 19373. 

MC 869 Sub. No. 1, Signal Harbor Service, Inc., Port Heuneme ex- 
tension. Applicant’s petition for reconsideration and petition of Oxnard 
Harbor District for reconsideration denied. 

MC 2058, Hipp & Cress, contract carrier application. Matter re- 
opened for reconsideration on present record. Order of May 12, which 
by its terms denies a portion of the application, vacated and set aside. 
Order entered herein on September 29 reopening matter for further 
hearing vacated and set aside. In view of action of division 5 reopen- 
ing matter for reconsideration 2n present record, petition of applicant 
for reconsideration and rehearing denied. 

MC 2420, J. W Turnmire, common carrier application (now MC 
61484 Sub. No. 1, J. Claude Bush and H. Thomas Spradlin, dba Bush 
Tiansfer Co.). Matter reopened for reconsideration on the present 
record. Order of May 29, which by its terms denies a portion of 
application, vacated and set aside. 

MC 5938, J. J. and E D. Wellspeak, common carrier application. 
Applicants’ petition for reargument and reconsideration denied. 

MC 8298, Hunter Motor Freight, Inc., common carrier application. 
Report and order of December 13, 1940, vacated, and application re- 
opened for such other and further proceedings, hearings and action as 
Commission may order. 

MC 30718, Broser Bros., Inc., common carrier application. 
cant’s petition for reconsideration denied. 

MC 31601, Steely Trucking Co., common carrier application; and 
MC 31601 Sub. No. 1, Same, extension of operations. Applicant’s peti- 
tion for reconsideration denied. 

MC 31870, Grover Nelson Childress, common carrier application. 
Petition filed by rail carriers in official classification territory for re- 
consideration denied. 

MC 21763, Allied Motor Transportation Co., Inc., broker applica- 
tion; and MC 21762, Same, contract carrier application. Applicant’s 
petition for reconsideration and further hearing denied. 


MC 29130 Sub. No. 9, Rock Island Motor Transit Co., extension, 
Wellman, fu. Matter reopened for reconsideration on present record. 

MC 41770 Sub. No. 1, Owen E. O’Neal, common carrier application; 
and MC 41770 Sub. No. 2, Same, extension. Matter reopened for recon- 
sideration on present record. Order of June 27, which by its terms 
denies a portion of applications, vacated and set aside. 

MC 59583, Mason & Dixon Lines, Inc., common carrier application; 
and MC 59583 Sub. No. 1, Same, extension of operations. Applicant’s 
petition for reconsideration, and petitions of Barnwell Brothers et al., 
Munday Motor Lines et al., and A. B. C. Truck Lines, Inc., for leave 
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to intervene in ‘‘grandfather’’ case and for reconsideration or further 
hearing denied. 

MC 66900, Edna J. Beaver, common carrier application. Matte, 
reopened for reconsideration on present record. Order of June 1 
which by its terms denies a portion of application, vacated and set 
aside. 

MC 70451, Watson Bros. Transportation Co., Inc., common carrijey 
application; MC 70451 Sub. No. 1, Jacob J. Lesser, common carrier 
application; and MC 94127, Harry A. Cotton, common carrier applica- 
tion. Applicant’s petition for reconsideration, reopening and modifica- 
tion of order denied. 

MC 70830, John F. Noble, contract carrier application. Denial or. 
der of May 13 further modified to become effective January 16, 1949 
instead of November 12. 

MC 72257, J. V. Braswell, common carrier application. Petitions 
filed by W. A. Johnson. Merchants Fast Motor Lines, Inc., and principal 
Texas railroads, for reconsideration denied. 

MC 73709, Matthew Traina, common carrier application. Applicant's 
petition for rehearing denied. 

MC 75566, Sheridan & Duncan, Inc., common carrier application, 
Order of October 16, 1940, which stayed effectiveness of recommended 
order of joint board entered herein on September 17, 1940, vacated 
and set aside. Recommended order entered September 17, 1940, made 
order of Commissior effective November 6. 

MC 81369, H. S. Dorf & Co., Inc., broker application. Denial order 
of October 2 modified to become effective December 15 instead of No- 
vember 15. 

MC 84600, Stark Trucking, Inc., contract carrier application. Ap.- 
plicant’s petition for reconsideration denied. 

MC 90368, Thomas F. Buzby, contract carrier application. Matte 
reopened for reconsideration on present record, solely with respect to 
authority sought to operate as a common or contract carrier of animal 
hides from Baltimore, Md., to Philadelphia, Pa. Order of June 7, only 
in so far as it denies applicant authority to conduct the above-described 
operation, vacated and set aside. 

MC 91563, Archie Long, common carrier application. Rail-carrier 
protestants’, Minneapolis & St. Louis; Chicago, Burlington & Quincy; 
Chicago & North Western; Alton; Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & 
Pacific; and Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific, petition for reconsidera- 
tion denied. 

MC 91724, Manufacturers’ Trucking Co., common carrier applica- 
tion. Rail carriers in New England territory, protestants, petition fo: 
reconsideration dcnied. 

MC 91924, Henry V. Olsen, common carrier application. Applicant's 
petition for reconsideration or further hearing denied. 

MC 95890, Grant H. Gearhart, common carrier application. 
cant’s petition for reconsideration denied. 

MC F-1697, S. A. Markley, lease, H. M. Melton. Petition request- 
ing approval, under section 210a(b), of temporary operation by S. A. 
Markley, dba M & M Truck Co., of properties of H. M. Melton, dba 
Melton Transport Co., denied. 

MC 8544, Galveston Truck Line Corporation, contract carrier ap- 
plication. Request of applicant for oral argument denied. 
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REDUCED CITRUS RATES PROTEST 


The Exempt Private Carrier Division of the Florida Truck- 
ing Association, Inc., has asked the Commission to suspend pro- 
posed reduced rates on citrus fruits, carloads, from Florida 
points to other points in southern territory published in supple- 
ment No. 273 to Southern Freight Tariff Bureau I. C. C. No. 
1828, MF-I. C. C. No. 69, dated to be effective November 25. 

The protesting carriers are transporters of citrus fruits, 
which, under the motor carrier act, makes them exempt from 
regulation except as to safety matters. The proposed rail rates, 
filed on short notice permission of the Commission, effective 
on 15 days notice, are characterized by the protestants as a 
destructive competitive practice contravening the national trans- 
portation policy. In addition they are alleged to be unreason- 
able. Continuation of motor carrier service, the protestants 
allege, is most essential not only to the Florida citrus producers 
but to the thousands of communities which receive their fruit 
by motor vehicle. They declare the existence of this service 1s 
threatened by the proposed rates. They allege that the rates 
are being depressed to a level where the trucks can no longer 
afford to handle the tvaffic. The national defense, they declare, 
is being imperiled to the extent that it depends on the continued 
existence of an adequate motor transport system. 


LIQUORS FROM CINCINNATI 


The Southern Motor Carriers Rate Conference has asked 
the Commission for further hearing in I. and S. M-1421, liquors, 
alcoholic, from and to Cincinnati, and to stay the recommended 
report of Examiner Robert A. Joyner therein. The only rates 
involved are those proposed by respondent on behalf of its 
member motor common carriers on alcoholic liquors from 
Frankfort and Lexington, Ky., to Cincinnati, according to the 
petition. A finding of unlawfulness was recommended by the 
examiner. The respondent says it now has additional inform 
tion it did not have at the hearing. One of the things it 1s pre 
pared to show, it states, is that protestant rail carriers al 
handling practically all the volume of this liquor traffic from 
Frankfort, Ky., to Cincinnati, O., because of the lower rates 
maintained by protestant rail carriers which respondent motor 
carriers are here seeking to establish. They would also show, 
it is asserted, that the motor service proposed is of the same 
type and character as that given by the railroads. 
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Suspended Tariffs 


(Designation of a tariff below does not mean that all schedules 
in it have been suspended. Suspension orders contain many sched- 
ules not reproduced here. Details of such orders are published in 
The Daily Traffic World and Bulletin and The Traffic Bulletin.) 


In I. and S. 5073, the Commission, on its own motion, has 
suspended from November 15 until June 15 the operation of 
certain schedules as published in the Denver & Rio Grande 
Western Railroad Company’s tariff I. C. C. No. 714. The sus- 
pended schedules propose to amend the transit arrangements 
on potatoes at certain points in Colorado and New Mexico by 
providing that local or other tonnage not represented by in- 
pound freight bills and not exceeding 10.per cent of the out- 
pound weight, may be substituted for inbound tonnage lost 
in transit, to make up any deficit in the minimum weight of 
the outbound movement. 

In I. and S. 5074, the Commission has suspended from 
November 15 until June 15 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplements Nos. 24 and 26 to Agent J. R. Peel’s 
tariff I. C. C. No. 3348. The suspended schedules propose 
to reduce the rates on binder twine, carloads, and less car- 
loads, from New Orleans, La., to points in Texas. The following 
is illustrative: 


From New Orleans to Wichita Falls, Texas, present C. L. rate, 
min, wt. 24,000 pounds, 75; proposed L. C. L. rate, min. wt. 7,000 
pounds, 80; proposed C. L. rate, min. wt. 18,000 pounds, 71. From New 
Orleans to San Angelo, Texas, present C. L. rate, min. wt. 24,000 pounds, 
8; proposed L. C. L. rate, min. wt. 7,000 pounds, 86; proposed C. L. 
rate, min. wt. 24,000 pounds, 85. 


In I. and S. 5075, the Commission has suspended from No- 
vember 15 until June 15 the operation of certain schedules 
as published in supplement No. 1 to Agent E. H. Dulaney’s 
tariff I. C. C. No. 86, supplement 16 to Agent F. D. Miller’s 
tariff I. C. C. No. 658, and other tariffs. The suspended sched- 
ules propose to cancel the application of classification Rule 34 
in connection with rates and ratings on pneumatic rubber tires 
and related articles, in carloads, between points in southern 
territory, and from southern territory to Ohio and Mississippi 
river crossings. 

In I. and S. M-1865, the Commission has suspended from 
November 15 until June 15 the operation of certain schedules 
published in tariff MF I. C. C. No. 82 of Agent J. D. Hughett, 
Dallas, Tex. The suspended schedules proposed to establish 
from Beaumont, Tex., to Dallas, Tex., a reduced commodity 
rate on bagging of 42 cents a 100 pounds, minimum 40,000 
pounds. The present rate on this traffic is 52 cents a 100 
pounds, minimum 7,000 pounds. 

In I. and S. M-1866, the Commission has suspended from 
November 15 until June 15 the operation of certain schedules 
as published in tariff MF I. C. C. No. 2 of Howard H. Hoy, 
Shippensburg, Pa. The suspended schedules propose to estab- 
lish any-quantity commodity rates of 375 cents a net ton, on 
animal and poultry feed, and 25 cents a 100 pounds, on fresh, 
canned or processed fruits, from Baltimore, Md., to Newville, 
Pa.. and points and places within a 15-mile radius thereof in 
Cumberland county, Pa. At present respondent maintains a 
rate of 125 cents an hour, minimum 750 cents a trip, ap- 
plicable on these commodities, from Baltimore, Md., to Oak- 
ville, Pa., and vicinity. 

In I. and S. M-1867, the Commission has suspended from 
November 15 until June 15 the operation of certain schedules 
as published in joint tariff MF I. C. C. No. 81 of J. D. Hughett, 
Agent, Dallas, Tex. The suspended schedules proposed to 
establish the following provisions: 


Barge and Motor Rates 
The barge lines which refer to this item participate only in joint 
barge and motor class rates between New Orleans, La., and points in 


—s interchanged from barge to motor or motor to barge at Hous- 
on, Tex. 


_Joint barge and motor class rates between New Orleans, La., and 
points in Texas will be arrived at by deducting 35 cents per 100 pounds 
from the Col. A rates or deducting 31 cents per 100 pounds from the 
Col. B rates, whichever is applicable. 
also rules governing pick-up and delivery service and allow- 
ances, storage, marine insurance, marine risk and liability of 
Water carriers, and restricted articles for application in con- 
nection with barge motor rates. 


; In I. and S. M-1868, the Commission has suspended from 
November 15 until June 15 the operation of certain schedules 
published in 4th revised page 19-A, 10th revised page 20, 19th 
and 20th revised pages 67 of tariff MF I. C. C. No. 18 (Gustave 
Stribling series) of Pacific Inland Tariff Bureau, Inc., agent, 
Portland, Ore., and 6th revised page 6-A and 13th revised page 
1v-A of tariff MF I. C. C. No. 2 (David Shearer series) of 
Alternate Agent T. A. Loretz, Los Angeles, Calif. In lieu of 
Present classification exceptions rating on caps, covers or tops, 
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for bottles, cans, glasses or jars, less-than-truckload, applicable 
between points in California and points in Oregon, Washington, 
Idaho and Montana, it is proposed to establish higher classifi- 
cation ratings, except that from Los Angeles, Calif., to Port- 
land, Ore., Seattle and Tacoma, Wash., it is proposed to estab- 
lish new any-quantity commodity rates on these commodities, 
which are on the same level as the present fourth class less- 
truckload rates, from and to those points. The proposed new 
commodity rates are restricted not to apply at intermediate 
points. 

In I. and S. M-1869, the Commission has suspended from 
November 17 to June 17 the operation of certain schedules 
contained in supplements No. 9 to joint tariff MF I. C. C. No. 
57 of Agent R. L. Weck, Louisville, Ky. The suspended sched- 
ules propose to amend a rule governing the stopping in transit 
of shipments for partial loading or unloading between central 
and southern territories by eliminating a note from the rule 
reading: 


Shipments stopped to partially load may not be stopped for partial 
unloading. Shipments to be stopped for partial unloading may not be 
stopped for partial loading. 


In I. and S. M-1870, the Commission has suspended from 
November 17 until June 17 the operation of certain schedules 
as published in supplement No. 3 to MF I. C. C. No. 4 of Fred 
Schneider and Thomas Dragna, Jr., doing business as Southern 
Trucking Co., Hoboken, N. J. The suspended schedules pro- 
posed to establish new any-quantity minimum charges of $2.00 
a net ton on paper and paper products, and on materials 
and equipment used in the manufacture of paper, between 
Piermont, N. Y., and Hoboken, and Port Newark, N. J., and 
New York, N. Y. 

In I. and S. M-1871, the Commission has suspended from 
November 17 until June 17 the operation of certain schedules 
as published in supplement No. 7 to tariff MF I. C. C. No. 6 of 
Detroit-Pittsburgh Motor Freight, Inc., Canton, O. The sus- 
pended schedules proposed to amend the present pickup and 
delivery rule by adding the following provisions: 


Additional pick-ups and/or deliveries will be provided at a charge 
of five dollars ($5.00) for each such additional pick-up or delivery serv- 
ice performed on shipments subject to truckload rates. However in 
no case shall more than two stops be permitted exclusive of the original 
pick-up and final delivery stops. When such shipments are consigned 
to more than one consignee, all charges must be prepaid. 

This rule applies only at points within the corporate limits of 
origin or destination. 


At present respondent has no split pick-up and delivery 
rule, but does have a rule providing that truckload shipments 
may be stopped in transit at intermediate points for partial 
loading or unloading at a charge of $5 for each stop exclusive 
of the original pickup and final delivery stops. 


Rail Rates Hurt Other Carriers 


Seemingly regarding the matter as very important the 
Commission devoted the whole of Nov. 14 to listening to argu- 
ments in the fight among the railroads, the motor carriers and 
carriers by water for petroleum traffic in the Pacific northwest, 
based on the proposed report made by Examiner Stiles in 
I. and S. No. 4846, petroleum, Portland to Washington and 
Oregon, and No. 28609, Asbury Transportation Co. vs. Union 
Pacific et al. 

In essence the motor and water carriers were trying to 
induce the Commission to take action under the thirteenth 
section requiring the hoisting of the Oregon railroad intrastate 
rates on petroleum products so as to afford the water and 
motor carriers an opportunity to get some of the traffic. The 
examiner said the rail rates hurt other carriers. Argument time 
was used by L. W. Hobbs and D. H. Eastman for the railroads; 
William B. Adams, the motor carriers; Johnston B. Campbell, 
formerly a commissioner for the Inland Empire Waterways 
Association; and Bart F. Wade, the Asbury Transportation Co. 

According to the examiner’s report reductions in interstate 
railroad rates from Portland, Linnton and Willbridge, Ore., to 
Pendleton, Athena and Milton, Ore., and certain interstate 
destinations in Washington were made so as to put the inter- 
state routes on a level competitive with the Oregon intrastate 
rates. The latter, according to the examiner, are rates main- 
tained by the authority of Oregon, although they were filed by 
the carriers, apparently on their own initiative. His view was 
that the Oregon way of having rates made was equivalent to 
the state requiring them and were not to be taken as the work 
of the railroads. His idea was that the Commission should 


proceed as if it were a thirteenth section matter to order a 
removal of a violation of the prohibition against undue prejudice. 
The formal complaint specifically invoked the thirteenth sec- 
tion and the national transportation policy. The examiner 
recommended that the Commission require rates in Oregon to 
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be brought up to the interstate level, about two cents higher 
than that of the state. 

Hardly one declaration of fact was made about the case 
without challenge thereof by the other side resulting in much 
consultation of the transcript of testimony. There was also as 
sharp disagreement as to the law on the subject the railroad 
lawyers raising the question as to whether it was within the 
competency of the motor carriers to rely on the thirteenth sec- 
tion especially when the examiner did not propose that the 
Commission find there was discrimination against interstate 
commerce by reason of the lower Oregon intrastate rates. In 
addition a question was raised as to whether that section of the 
law could be used to buttress a complaint under the section for- 
bidding undue prejudice. 


PROSECUTION FACTS IN TRUCK CASE 


How much if anything about a criminal information pro- 
ceeding is permissible in an application for a certificate or 
permit is a matter the Commission will have to consider in MC 
13777 and a sub-number, applications of Contract Carriers, Inc., 
successor in interest to H. W. Speyer, dba Speyer Trucking 
Co., for a certificate or a permit. 

The applicant has filed a motion to strike either the whole 
or part of the brief filed in that proceeding in behalf of the 
Keeshin Motor Express, Inc., and Seaboard Freight Lines, Inc. 
The brief refers to what Keeshin and Seaboard call “a criminal 
information filed against H. W. Speyer in the district court of 
the United States for the southern district of Indiana, Indian- 
apolis division,” alleging violations of the motor carrier act. 

Keeshin and Seaboard ask the Commission to deny the 
motion to strike. They say the substance of the motion seems 
to be that the protestants (Keeshin and Seaboard) are asking 
the Commission to consider facts which have arisen since the 
close of the hearing. They say that while it is true, in certain 
circumstances, that reference to matters wholly unrelated to the 
issues might be improper, the particular matter here is related 
to, and a very vital part of, the issues in this case. They add 
that it is a matter of record that the information was filed and 
as a matter of fact was admitted by Mr. Speyer at the hearing. 
Not only are findings under that information a matter of public 
record and decided by the court, say Keeshin and Seaboard, 
but the history of the entire proceeding is a part of the Com- 
mission’s own records, the case having been prosecuted by its 
own attorneys. They said there was no doubt but what the 
Commission would take judicial notice of its own records and 
that reference to them was entirely proper. They said that be- 
cause of certain matters stated on one page of their brief, ‘all 
of which are undeniably true, applicant appears to request the 
Commission to strike the entire brief.” They added that the 
absurdity. of that position was obvious. 


YARK OW poke 
‘New England Class Rates 


Alleging that, since the closing of testimony in Ex Part 
MC 22, motor carrier rates in New England, there had “super- 
vened a radically new economic condition,” the Eastern Motor 
Freight Conference, Inc., Commercial Motor Vehicle Associa- 
tion of Maine and Atlantic Seaboard Motor Carrier Conference, 
Inc., have asked the Commission to reopen the proceeding. They 
also ask for a new recommended report and order in place of 
that made by Examiner Cromwell Warner (see Traffic World, 
Aug. 30, p. 525). 

According to the petition, the Commission and the courts 
are required to take judicial notice that radical changes have 
occurred since the closing of the hearings in this proceeding 
which was on Sept. 27, 1940. The Commission was not per- 
mitted, said the petition, in the absence of supplemental evi- 
dence dealing therewith, to take the changes into account in 
making its decision in this proceeding. In support of that 
position the petitioners cited A. T. & S. F. et al. vs. United 
States, 284 U. S. 248; I. C. C. vs. L. & N., 227 U. S. 88, and 
U. S. vs. Abilene & Southern, 265 U. S. 274, the first mentioned 
being frequently referred to as the stale record case. In that 
case the court compelled the Commission to supplement its 
record. 

“The violent increases in taxes,” and the “effects of any 
railroad rate increases in New England that may ensue from 
railroad wage increases recommended Nov. 5, as a result of 
mediation,” are in the list of changes that make a supplement- 
ing of the record imperative, says the petition. It is suggested 
the record should be supplemented by data of revenues and 
expenses and their proper interpretations, through the third 
quarter of 1941 since the last of the exhibits disclose such data 
only up to that part of 1939. A further suggestion is that 
there have been important alterations and trends in the char- 
acters and directional flows of the traffic, affecting the average 
rate. 





TRAFFIC WORLD 


Assuming that if the Commission adopts the class rate 
and classification recommendations of Examiner Warner, which 
give emphasis to weight density in the making of classifications 
and class rates, the Warner idea will spread to territories 
other than New England, the Eastern-Central Motor Carriers 
Association of Akron, O., has asked for and obtained permis. 
sion to intervene in the proceeding specifically applying only 
to New England, notwithstanding that the association’s direct 
interest is outside of New England. 


The association says the Warner proposed report recom- 
mends such a drastic change in the long established principles 
of classification and rate-making that, if adopted, it will have 
a far-reaching, most serious and detrimental effect on common 
motor carriers generally throughout official territory. It saiq 
that when Ex Parte M-22 was first decided it felt that the terri- 
torial application would be confined to New England, that any 
discrepancies existing within that territory would be adjusted 
by the carriers, shippers and other interested parties, and that 
any resulting adjustment would be in consonance with that exist- 
ing in other motor rate territories. 


The Ohio organization said it was convinced the rail car- 
riers would not sit idly by and fail to meet any reductions 
established by motor carriers in New England; nor, for reasons 
of competition among shippers, could any theory of rate-making 
embracing only the factor of weight density be confined to that 
particular territory, with the result that eventually traffic 
moving within Trunk Line territory and between Trunk Line 
and Central territories would be affected and result in irrep- 
arable damage to the petitioner’s members, hence its desire 
to become a party to the proceeding. 


Vegetable Oil Rates 


In a reply to exceptions filed by the California Cotton Oil 
Corporation, J. G. Boswell Co., and the Producers Cotton Oil Co., 
the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, accuses the exceptors 
of going outside of the record and doing a bit of flag waving 
for the American farmer in taking exceptions to the proposed 
report of Examiner Clause A. Rice in No. 27747, Mississippi 
Cotton Seed Crushers Association vs. Atlanta, Birmingham & 
Coast et al. In that report, on further hearing, the examiner 
recommended modification of findings of undue prejudice and 
preference with respect to rates on vegetable oils and reverse 
another finding as to rates on such oils (see Traffic World, 
Sept. 20, p. 763). The prior report was made in 238 I. C. C. 87. 

The relationship of rates on the various vegetable oils from 
the ports to the big consuming centers in the middle west was 
the big issue, the New Orleans interests believing that the prior 
report would make it impossible for the railroads to maintain 
rates from New Orleans and its sub-ports to the mid-western 
consuming territory. 

The San Francisco Chamber of Commerce thinks Examiner 
Rice’s report should be adopted by the Commission. It asserts 
that the complainants and their supporting interveners, the ex- 
ceptors, have seen fit to go outside the record by bringing in 
events that have transpired since the hearing closed, such as the 
lend-lease act, the diversion of shipping, the rise of the price of 
cottonseed oil, “and, incidentally, to do a little flag waving in 
behalf of the American farmer.” The chamber further asserts 
that neither the evidence the exceptors adduced nor the various 
briefs filed by them clearly reveal where their interest in this 
matter lies nor how they are being hurt by the existing rates 
on the various oils from the Pacific coast to the destination 
territory involved. The chamber commented on the fact that 
the other side “made much” of the statement of one witness 
that twenty years ago there were 800 cottonseed mills whereas 
today there were only 400, ending their language on that phase 
with the question “why.” The chamber suggested that there 
would have been no necessity for the question if the com- 
plainants had presented complete evidence on that point. Ii 
said the exceptors did not show that any of their mills in 
California, Arizona or New Mexico were idle. 


B. & O. AND I. C. COLLISION 


A side collision between a freight train of the Baltimore & 
Ohio and a passenger train of the Illinois Central at Odin, Ill, 
Sept. 11, 1941, which resulted in one death and several in- 
juries, according to an investigation report of the Commission 
written by Commissioner Patterson, No. 2524, was caused by 
failure to operate the B. & O. train in accordance with inter- 
locking signal indications. The report recommended that that 


road “immediately take necessary measures to insure that their 
home signal involved in this accident is brought into conformity 
with section 42 of the Commission’s order of April 13, 1939. 
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(pt 
(Central Territory Motor Rates 


Tariff men of the Central States Motor Freight Bureau 
said, November 19, that the work of cancelling a large number 
of suspended tariffs naming truckload class rates in the terri- 
tory would be completed by December 1. Cancellation of the 
tariffs will bring to an end, for the time at least, the long 
and strenuous attempt on the part of the bureau to bring its 
class rate structure into complete uniformity with the rail 
class rate structure in the territory. 

The tariffs, some of which have already been withdrawn 
and the rest of which will be stricken by December 1, were 
suspended by the Commission last April (see Traffic World, 
May 3, p. 1133), under I. and S. M-1575, class rates and ratings, 
volume and truckload, in Central Territory, and M-1636 and 
Sub. 1, commodity rates in Central Territory. At the same 
time it permitted to go into effect a large number of less- 
truckload class rates and ratings designed to remove differen- 
tials between truck and rail rates so as to put the highway 
operators in a better position to contest wholesale rail class 
rate and rating reductions then under consideration. 

The suspended rates were those that named truckload class 
rates on the rail levels based on rail carload minimums and 
similar rates based on lower minimums on levels 112% per 
cent of the rail minimum rates. The Commission’s suspension 
order was for the full 7-months’ statutory period, with hear- 
ing set originally for May 26, and later postponed to July 15. 
Before the latter date, the Central Bureau asked for further 
postponement of the hearing and agreed, voluntarily, to keep 
the rates under suspension until hearing had been held and 
a final disposition made by the Commission. The hearing was 
later reset for December 1, before Examiner Lawton at Chicago. 

The decision to cancel the tariffs was made, according to 
bureau officials, because of the fact that the existence of the 
suspended tariffs made impossible any changes in the rates in- 
volved, even though, in many instances, such changes might 
be minor and of importance only to single operators and 
specified shippers. In each instance where such a modification 
was sought, it was necessary to obtain special authority from 
the Commission to make it and then to file amendments to the 
suspended schedules. The continuation of this process over a 
period of months, it was pointed out, brought some of the 
suspended tariffs dangerously near the point where, under the 
tariff rule limiting the amount of supplementary material to 
any tariff, complete refiling would be necessary. Since nothing 
further has been done with reference to the filing of the rail 
rate and rating reductions that caused near panic in the truck 
ranks seven months ago, it appeared to the truck rate bureau 
that the simplest procedure was to cancel the whole of the 
large number of suspended tariffs. 


c 


Status of Wharfingers 


_ Arguments as to the extent of jurisdiction of the Commis- 
sion under the water carrier part of the interstate commerce 
act over persons engaged in the operation of wharves and 
other terminal facilities used in connection with water trans- 
portation of passengers and property in interstate or foreign 
commerce were made before the entire Commission November 
l7 and the following day. The questions were raised in the 
Commission’s investigation in Ex Parte No. 144, for the de- 
termination of the extent of its jurisdiction. 

_ Attorney General L. E. Kilkenny, of California, appear- 
ing for that state and others, contended that the wharves and 
other water-front facilities were the machinery of agencies 
of the state for the performance of a state function, that is 
facilitating the transfer of passengers and freight between land 
and water carriers. Being agencies of the state, Mr. Kilkenny 
said that to construe the statute as authorizing the federal 
government to exercise jurisdiction over them would be uncon- 
stitutional. The water-front property, he said, were facilities 
used in expediting commerce but not commerce itself. Others 
taking the California view were W. R. Jones, of Oakland, 
Calif, G. J. Fairbrook, Northwest Marine Terminal Associa- 
ton, George Moore, Commissioner of the port of Los Angeles 
Harbor, and C. A. Bland, of the Long Beach Harbor Com- 
missioners, 

_ Assignments of time for a discussion of the questions 
raised by the investigation (see T. W., May 24, p. 1351, and 
Oct. 25, p. 1069) were made to, other than those mentioned, 
the following: 

Joseph J. Geary, Encinal Terminals, and others; Philip A. 
One Houston Compress Co., Marcel Garsaud, Port of New 
preans: F. C. Hillyer, Jacksonville Traffic Bureau; A. W. 
es Miami Terminal Operators’ Association; L. I. Shelley, 
te of New York Authority; J. S. Burchmore, Great Lakes 
€rminal Operators; R. N. Burchmore, Great Lakes Port Ter- 
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minal Association; F. S. Keiser, Duluth Chamber of Com- 
merce, J. F. Bonner, City of Minneapolis, and others; N. D. 
Belnap, Inland Waterways Corporation; R. A. Ellison, Ohio 
River Co., and others; R. E. Quirk, American Rolling Mill Co.; 
and Charles Donley, Dravo Corporation, and others. 

Mr. Fairbrook declared that the purpose of the transpor- 
tation act never was “intended to cover marine terminals,” and 
contended, from a regulation standpoint, that a terminal charge 
was apart from the transportation charge. He related the 
history of legislation as to water carriers and wharfingers, and 
said as to the latter, legislation never was passed. He pointed 
out that it was not the policy of the Commission to inquire 
into the constitutionality of the act and said the Commission’s 
doubt as to the status of wharfingers was “well founded.” 

Presenting his view, Mr. Moore declared that the Port of 
Los Angeles was not engaged in the transportation business. 
He referred to the “constitutionality’ phase, and averred that 
should the Commission assume jurisdiction it would be “tak- 
ing the authority of the sovereign states.” Mr. Bland said the 
Commission had no jurisdiction. 

Both the Interstate Commerce Commission and the Mari- 
time Commission definitely have jurisdiction over wharfingers, 
the first as to interstate commerce, and the latter as to for- 
eign commerce, said Mr. Geary, who appeared on behalf of 
three privately owned terminals, in answer to a question from 
Chairman Eastman. He said these terminals were subject 
to the Commission’s jurisdiction when they performed a service 
“which is in or in connection with transportation,” within 
the meaning of the statute. Wharfingers, he added, were per- 
forming a part of transportation and therefore, as intended 
by Congress, were subject to the Commission’s jurisdiction. 

Colonel Garsaud said the Commission had no jurisdiction 
over public agencies, such as the port of New Orleans, but 
that if it felt it did for it to ask Congress for such jurisdiction. 
He added that if the Commission took jurisdiction it would 
find itself “with jurisdiction” and no way to apply it. Mr. 
Shelley said a wharf operator was not in any more operation 
than a coal mine that sold coal to a railroad was engaged 
in transportation. He said the question of regulation should 
be approached through Congress and the states. 

Mr. J. S. Burchmore said the Commission has no more 
authority to regulate wharfingers than it had to regulate a 
switch engine man on a railroad engaged in the switching of 
cars for a railroad engaged in transportation. 


DEFENSE IRON AND STEEL RATES 


It was learned at the office of the Transcontinental Freight 
Bureau that no requests for public hearing on the OPA pro- 
posal for reductions in westbound transcontinental iron and 
steel rates had been received up to the morning of November 
21 (see Traffic World, November 8, p. 1190). The proposal was 
docketed, with the number 24440, under date of November 6, 
with the usual notation that requests for hearing “must be 
made within twelve days of date.” There was still a remote 
possibility that a request for hearing, dated November 18, 
might be in the mail, the bureau said, and it, therefore, with- 
held definite statement that no hearing would be held. 

J. G. Stubbs, chairman of the bureau, said he was not 
surprised at the absence of requests for hearing. Railroad 
traffic executives had had full opportunity to discuss the mat- 
ter at length in conference after the proposal had been pre- 
sented to them by G. Lloyd Wilson of OPA in August (see 
Traffic World, August 9, p. 337), and shippers, generally, had 
taken the position that their only interest was in obtaining the 
same rates the railroads might accord the government. 

If no hearing is held, the matter will be considered in ex- 
ecutive session by the standing rate committee of the bureau 
and a disposition advice issued. At present, such dispositions are 
announced in from four to six weeks from the date of the is- 
suance of the docket. 


EXPRESS AGENCY GARAGE FINANCING 


With the statement that it has found it desirable, to attain 
maximum efficiency in its garages at the lowest operating cost, 
to provide for two locations for garages for its 1,200 vehicles 
in Chicago, the Railway Express Agency, Inc., has filed an ap- 
plication, Finance No. 13535, asking the Commission for au- 
thority to issue a series of 149 promissory notes, each in the 
amount of $2,434.22, to cover a major part of the cost of one 
building site and of a new building which would house “not less 
than 450” vehicles. 

The notes would mature serially on the first day of each 
month, beginning October 1, 1941, and continuing for 149 
months, according to the application. It said that the applicant, 
on July 17, 1941, had entered into a contract with Enjay Con- 
struction Co., Chicago, for the purchase of described land and 
the construction of a garage and repair shop thereon, the con- 
tract sum being $110,000 for the land and $292,500 for the 
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building, a total of $402,500. That amount, said the applicant, 
was to be paid, $100,000 on the date the building was com- 
pleted and ready for occupancy, and $362,698.78, including 
$10,000, the balance of the land purchase price, plus interest 
on $302,500 at 3 per cent per annum, on the date of delivery of 
the deed, by delivery of applicant’s notes, secured by a trust 
deed on the described premises, to the construction company, 
the final note maturing February 1, 1954. 

For some time applicant’s vehicles in Chicago had been 
housed in three garages and stored at two railroad terminals 
and three other locations, and “a number” of the vehicles had no 
shelter at all and were exposed to the weather, said the ap- 
plicant. It added that two of the garages were poorly located 
with respect to applicant’s terminal facilities. It estimated that 
the garage construction would result in operating economies 
aggregating about $4,600 a month, which would be offset 
partially by taxes, depreciation, insurance, etc., aggregating not 
more than $28,500 a year. 





STORAGE IN TRANSIT OF IMPORTED RUBBER 

An investigation into and concerning the reasonableness and 
lawfulness otherwise, of storage-in-transit arrangements and 
rules, regulations and practices affecting such arrangements 
applicable in connection with the transportation, in interstate 
and foreign commerce, of imported rubber (crude and guayale) 
and latex (liquid crude rubber) moving through Gulf of Mexico 
and south Atlantic ports of entry to destinations in the United 
States, has been instituted by the Commission, division 2, on 
its own motion, in No. 28745, storage in transit of imported 
rubber. 

The arrangements, rules, etc., being probed, are those 
published in items 4500-A and 4530-A of supplement 14 to the 
Rock Island tariff I. C. C. C-13002, in Kansas City Southern 
tariff I. C. C. 5126, in Louisiana & Arkansas tariff I. C. C. 1574, 
in Missouri Pacific tariff I. C. C. A-9596, in St. Louis-San Fran- 
cisco tariff I. C. C. 11191, and in [llinois Central-Yazoo & Mis- 
sissippi Valley tariff I. C. C. 8303. Carriers parties to the named 
tariffs have been made respondents to the proceeding, and the 
matter has been assigned for hearing with I. and S. No. 5063, 
storage of crude rubber at Birmingham and Mobile, Decem- 
ber 6, at the Jung Hotel, New Orleans, La., before Examiner 
Snider. 


WARTENA TRANSPORT ACTIVITIES 

Adoption of Examiner Cosby’s proposed report and or- 
der in MC C-222, in the matter of the transportation activities 
of D. L. Wartena, D. L. Wartena, Inc., Standard Equipment 
Corporation, and Standard and Transport Management Co., 
Detroit, Mich., wherein it was found that the truck leasing and 
transportation management activities of the equipment and 
management companies controlled by Wartena constituted for- 
hire transportation subject to regulation by the Commission, 
is suggested by the National Automobile Transporters’ Asso- 
ciation, United Transports, Inc., S. & C. Transport Co., Inc., 
and the law enforcement section of the Commission’s Bureau 
of Motor Carriers in replies to respondents’ exceptions to that 
report and order. 

Specifically, Examiner Cosby recommended that the Com- 
mission find that Wartena and the equipment and manage- 
ment companies had been and were engaging in transportation 
for compensation of property as a contract or common carrier 
without having complied with sections 206 (a) and 209 (a) of 
the act and without having published and filed tariffs or sched- 
ules as required by sections 217 and 218, respectively, of the 
act. He said the Commission should issue an order requiring 
them to cease and desist from engaging in the transportation 
of property as a common or contract carrier in violation of 
part II of the act. 

“A careful review of the exceptions fails to reveal even 
one valid ground for revision of the proposed report and order, 
or any error of substance,” says the law and enforcement sec- 
tion reply ... “The record brings out the fact that the 
terms of the leases were not adhered to in practice, but that 
on the contrary leases of the same equipment occurred simul- 
taneously to more than one dealer and transfers were made 
without appropriate changes in the leases.” 


RAIL-MOTOR LINES OPPOSE MOTOR 

A coterie of motor carriers and official territory railroads 
in MC 39243, O. A. Miller, dba Miller’s Motor Freight Service 
common carrier application, join in representations to the Com- 
mission against grant of as wide operating authority as re- 
questd by Miller. The unusual combination asks the Commis- 
sion to limit the applicant to the carriage of roofing materials 
and supplies from York, Pa., to New York, points in New 
Jersey, Baltimore and Annapolis, Md.; peanuts from Suffolk, 
Franklin and Petersburg, Va., to Lancaster, Pa.; sugar from 
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New York and Brooklyn to Lancaster and Lebanon, Pa.; ang 
general commodities from New York and Brooklyn to York 

Motor interests making common cause against Miller are 
the New York Motor Express, Halls Motor Transit Co., New 
York and Pennsylvania Motor Express, Inc., Horton Motor 
am, Inc., and Joint Northeastern Motor Carrier Association, 
ne. 

The opposition, expressed in a reply to the applicant's ex. 
ceptions to the proposed report of the examiner, contended the 
Commission should limit the authorization to those commodi- 
ties which the applicant had shown he had transported on the 
grandfather date and consistently since that time. The ap- 
plicant claimed the right to operate over irregular routes. That 
caused the protesting rail and motor lines to observe that the 
Commission had required, in connection with such operation 
“more convincing proof” than was required from an applicant 
for authority to operate over regular routes, instead of the 
other way about as the protesting carriers said the applicant 
was claiming, when he was dealing with what they referred to 
as lapses in service, quoted by them as evidence of failure of 
continued operation as required by law. 


PERMITS ASKED FOR FORD SHIPS 


The Ford Navigation Co., a subsidiary of the Ford Motor 
Co., organized after the passage of the water carrier act, in 
No. W-513, argues that it is entitled to a permit as a contract 
carrier for four of its ships that operate between the main 
Ford plant at Dearborn, Mich., and assembly plants on the 
Atlantic coast because it hauls for the Ford company and its 
suppliers, although at times it contracts for the hauling of the 
traffic of others when there is space or there is necessity to trim 
ships for passage under bridges on the New York state barge 
canal that have insufficient clearance for lightly loaded ships. 
The ships ply between the Dearborn plant and assembly plants 
at Norfolk, Va., Chester, Pa., Green Island, N. Y., and Edge- 
water, N. J. 

According to a brief in support of the application the four 
ships operating through the Welland Canal as well as through 
the New York barge canal, the navigation company has filed 
actual minimum rates and has operated the ships in the season 
of 1941. The brief asserts it is impossible to operate these 
vessels through the New York canal light because of the insuffi- 
cient bridge clearances. It is necessary to get cargo from other 
shippers for voyages when there is not enough Ford freight to 
provide for the insufficient bridge clearances, it being extremely 
difficult to operate two of the four ships with water ballast. 
The company contends its status as a private or contract car- 
rier is not changed by the fact that it makes contracts for haul- 
ing goods it has bought from suppliers and involve a consider- 
able number of cargo owners and a varied character of cargo. 





DUAL OPERATIONS QUESTION 


The regular common carrier conference of the American 
Trucking Associations, Inc., has filed a petition with the Com- 
mission for leave to intervene in MC 15348, Sub. 5, application 
of R. L. Anderson for extension of operations. It said it had 
intervened in the grandfather clause application of the appli- 
cant in MC 15348 and had questioned applicant’s status in con- 
nection with the further hearing which was held October 7, 
1941, at Omaha, Neb. If the Commission, it said, should de- 
termine that Anderson was in fact a common carrier, as a 
result of the evidence adduced at the further hearing, “then 
by reason of the extension application in MC 15348, Sub. 5, 
there would be involved the question of dual operations under 
the act.” The conference said it had been advised that excep- 
tions had been or would be filed by rail carrier protestants to 
the recommended order approving the application in MC 15348, 
Sub. 5, and added that “in that event, the effective date of 
said order will be stayed as a result of the exceptions to be 
filed.” 


C. OF GA. TRUSTEE 
Merrell P. Callaway, of Albany, Ga., has asked the Com- 
mission to ratify his appointment as trustee of the Central of 
Georgia Railway Co., under section 77 (c) (1) of the bank- 
ruptcy act. 


M. P. REORGANIZATION % 

The Commission, Nov. 19, mailed out to between 50,000 
and 60,000 holders of Missouri Pacific securities, copies of the 
plan made by the Commission and approved by the court hav- 
ing jurisdiction, in Finance No. 9918, reorganization of the 
Missouri Pacific, for the acceptance or rejection by the Sse 
curity holders. It was one of the largest mailings ever made 
by the Commission, the postage on it being something more 
than $10,000. Mail bags containing the plans occupied a large 
part of one of the city block long corridors of the Commission 
building. 
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Anti-Trust in Motor Cases 


“Jt should be noted that the provisions of the interstate 
commerce act exempting the above transactions (merger, con- 
solidation and acquisition cases) from the anti-trust laws does 
not apply to certificate cases and it hardly can be contended 
that the Commission should enter an order for the issuance of 
a certificate to a railroad company if the record discloses such 
order would result in undue restraint of competition.” 

So says a statement from the anti-trust division of the 
Department of Justice in connection with the unsuccessful 
effort of that division, made by A. C. Wiprud, at the hearing 
at Raleigh, N. C., in the Seaboard motor application cases for 
the removal of restrictions in certificates hitherto issued to it 
for its motor operations (see Traffic World, Nov. 15). 

Prior to the declaration about the exemption not applying 
to certificate cases the statement reiterated the anti-trust 
division’s position that the anti-trust laws applied to trans- 
portation and that there was nothing in the interstate commerce 
act to the contrary. The examiner denied motions by the anti- 
trust division and the American Trucking Associations, Inc., for 
adjournments for thirty and sixty days, respectively, to enable 
the divisions and the association to prepare the anti-trust side 
of the proceeding. Continuing the statement says: 


Experience has shown that the parties, protestants as well as ap- 
plicants, present only so much of the competitive picture as their private 
interests require. The division therefore conceives it to be its duty in 
either an acquisition, merger or certificate case where large public in- 
terests are at stake to complete the record on this vital issue to the end 
that the Commission may be in a position to make the required statu- 
tory finding. Obviously, the division cannot participate in every pro- 
ceeding before the Commission which may involve in some degree the 
issue of elimination of competition, but, as stated, it proposes, to the 
extent that its personnel and facilities permit, to participate in key 
cases where large public interests are at stake. 

In this proceeding the record is virtually barren of any evidence on 
competition. The examiner’s ruling has narrowed the issue to a point 
where such testimony cannot be presented. The record in the prior 
proceedings disclosed that hearings were held on each one of these 14 
operations separately and all evidence relating to the effect of the truck 
operation by the railroad company upon the competitive picture was 
denied except in each hearing as related to that segment of route. 
Having secured authority to operate over numerous routes, which in 
fact constitute connected segments of a longer route paralleling the 
railroad, applicant seeks in this proceeding to remove virtually all re- 
strictions thereon and conduct in some instances motor truck operations 
competitive with independent motor carriers. This is the first time that 
these sub-numbered applications involving numerous segments of routes 
have been consolidated for the purpose of hearing. Therefore, it is the 
first opportunity that anyone has had to present testimony on the ef- 
fect of such operations by the railroad company from the standpoint 
of the public interest. To exclude such testimony would leave thé rec- 
ord barren of facts essential to a determination of the real issue in 
this proceeding. 


Western Grain Rate-Break Points 


The Supreme Court of the United States heard oral argu- 
ments November 18 in No. 143, Board of Trade of Kansas City 
et al., appellants, vs. United States of America, the Interstate 
Commerce Commission et al., appellees, an appeal of grain and 
milling interests of Minneapolis, Minn., Kansas City and St. 
Joseph, Mo., Omaha, Neb., and Atchison and Leavenworth, Kan., 
for an injunction against the Commission’s orders in Rate 
Structure Investigation, Part VII, 205 I. C. C. 301, 215 I. C. C. 
83, 229 I. C. C. 9, and 231 I. C. C. 793. Those orders prohibited 
transit at the aforesaid primary markets on the same basis as 
at interior points. 

The markets were represented by M. W. Borders, of Kan- 
sas City, and Samuel J. Wettrick, of Chicago, Ill., who argued 
the case in their behalf. J. Stanley Payne, assistant general 
counsel of the Commission, represented the United States and 
the Commission, and F. A. Laffingwell, of Dallas, Tex., par- 
ticipated in the argument, in opposition to the appellants, on 
behalf of the Fort Worth Grain Exchange and certain Texas 
shippers, interveners. 

The attorneys for the markets averred that, under the 
Commission’s orders in the grain rate investigation, the primary 
markets would have to transit exclusively at the so-called rate- 

reak combinations, while interior points were permitted to 
transit not only on the combinations of rates, but also on lower 
through rates made to meet carrier competition. They said, 
y way of illustration, that the proportional rate fixed by the 
Commission from Kansas City to Chicago was now 16 cents, 
applying over many routes, some via Omaha, and that any 
Interior points on these routes, such as Des Moines, Cedar 
Rapids, Dubuque and Davenport, Ia., were permitted to transit 
on the 16-cent rate, while Omaha must pay a combination of 
6% cents from Kansas City and 16 cents to Chicago, or a total 
of 22% cents. This, they contended, was a clear case of unrea- 
sonableness, discrimination and prejudice, which nothing but a 
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difference in transportation conditions could justify. The Com- 
mission, they said, had specifically found that the transporta- 
tion service and the mechanics of transit were the same, and 
therefore could not as a matter of law order a difference in 
rates for the transit privileges. Disputing the argument that 
the primary markets were favored by having available the rate- 
break basis of rates, with fixed proportionals applicable over 
many outbound routes, and that the purpose of the adjustment 
prescribed by the Commission was to equalize these conditions, 
the attorneys for the markets took the position that those 
advantages, if they existed, resulted from the location of the 
primary markets and were, therefore, natural advantages which 
the Commission had no right to attempt to equalize by a dif- 
ference in rates or transit privileges. 

Mr. Payne said that in Rate Structure Investigation, Part 
VII, the Commission had determined that the method of making 
rates for the great volume of grain traffic to and from im- 
portant primary grain markets such as Minneapolis, Omaha and 
Kansas City should be a system of rates breaking on the 
markets (“rate-break combinations”) consisting of local rates 
to the markets and proportional rates from the markets. He 
said one important purpose of this method was to correct 
objectionable and discriminatory conditions previously existing 
under a dual system of rates, under which the traffic moved 
from the markets on both proportional rates and a multitude 
of lower, varying transit balances. To this end, he said, the 
Commission required that the prescribed rate-break combina- 
tions should be the exclusive basis of charge on traffic mov- 
ing through the primary markets; that all traffic transited 
at the markets, “that is, shipped to the markets for mer- 
chandising, milling, mixing or other treatment and later re- 
shipped,” should move on the prescribed local rates into the 
market and the prescribed open proportional rates from the 
market, and that all one-factor through rates carrying the 
transit privilege at the markets, which made possible the vary- 
ing transit balances from the markets, should be canceled. He 
observed that this system of rates, as applied to the entire 
traffic, had been found by. the Commission to give the rate- 
break markets a decided advantage over the so-called interior 
points, which did not have the rate-break system and could 
transit only under a restricted form of transit under overhead 
through rates. He noted that the carriers had voluntarily 
extended the restricted form of transit to interior points on the 
direct routes under the Commission-prescribed rates, and that 
the Commission, in a supplementary report, had permitted the 
indirect-route carriers to grant the same restricted form of 
transit to interior points on the indirect routes, on a finding 
that the denial of similar transit to the competitive interior 
points on indirect routes would result in undue prejudice 
against them and undue preference of the interior points on 
the direct routes. 

He summed up the points at issue by saying that the 
main question presented was whether the Commission’s orders 
were invalid insofar as they prohibited the grant of transit at 
the primary markets under proportional rates from other 
primary markets as applied over indirect routes in order to 
meet carrier competition, while permitting the restricted form 
of transit at intermediate interior points on the indirect routes, 
and that subordinate questions were: (1) whether the denial 
of transit at the primary markets “under the circumstances and 
conditions found” resulted in rates that were unreasonable, 
unjustly discriminatory, or unduly preferential; (2) whether 
the grounds on which the Commission based its finding that 
the denial of the privilege at the primary markets did not 
result in unjust discrimination or undue prejudice or prefer- 
ence were insufficient in law; (3) whether in reaching this 
conclusion the Commission improperly considered other than 
transportation conditions, and (4) whether the orders were 
invalid on the ground that they deprived the primary markets 
of natural advantages. He maintained that the relief sought 
should be denied on the ground that to grant it would require 
the Supreme Court to perform administrative functions, par- 
ticularly the function of revising only a part of the general 
adjustment prescribed by the Commission. 


READY SEEKS TEMPORARY PERMIT 


Representatives of the Ready Truck Lines, Inc., Chicago, 
a motor contract carrier of packing house products and other 
commodities, have filed a petition before the Commission ask- 
ing that temporary authority be granted the company to op- 
erate in the period of the national defense emergency. The 
company’s grandfather application was denied by the Com- 
mission in an order in MC 28005, and the carrier’s attempt 
to have that order set aside by federal court action was un- 
availing, the Supreme Court having last week sustained the 
Commission’s action (see Traffic World, Nov. 15, p. 1266). 
Counsel for the Ready Lines this week said they were prepar- 
ing to submit a request to the high court that it reconsider the 
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grandfather application matter. Representatives of the com- 
pany have also filed an application before the Commission seek- 
ing permanent authority to operate by virtue of public con- 
venience and necessity. 


NO HEARING IN MOTOR CASE 


The Commission has announced that unless “good cause” 
therefor is shown, no public hearing will be held in connection 
with the application in MC F-1687, Charles D. Pratt, dba Service 
Express, Vevay, Ind., purchase, Wilson Freight Forwarding Co., 
Inc., Cincinnati, O., involving motor vehicle operating rights. 


FILING SUIT IN DISTANT COURT 


In an opinion by Justice Frankfurter in No. 24, Southern 
Railway Co., petitioner, vs. Ethel Painter, administratrix of the 
estate of Geoffrey L. Painter, deceased, the Supreme Court of 
the United States, November 17, reversed the U. S. Circuit Court 
of Appeals, eighth circuit, which had affirmed a district court 
decree which forbade the Southern Railway from further 
prosecuting a suit in a Tennessee state court to enjoin the ad- 
ministratrix from further prosecuting her action in a Missouri 
federal court to recover damages for the wrongful death of her 
husband while employed by the Southern as a fireman on an 
interstate train operated between points in Tennessee and North 
Carolina. The Supreme Court held that the district court in 
Missouri was without power to enjoin the Southern from further 
prosecuting its suit in the Tennessee state court. 








RETAILERS’ INTERSTATE COMMERCE 

The wage and hour division of the Department of Labor 
has filed notice of appeal in federal district court at Chicago 
in Civil No. 1582, Philip B. Fleming, administrator of the 
division, vs. Goldblatt Brothers, Inc., Chicago retail company. 
The suit was dismissed last June by Judge P. L. Sullivan (see 
Traffic World, June 28, p. 1636). 

The suit was brought to restrain the defendant from 
violating the fair labor standards act by paying less than 
minimum wages provided for in the act to approximately 1,000 
employes in the defendant’s Chicago warehouses. The plaintiff 
contended the warehouse employes were engaged in interstate 
commerce, and therefore subject to the act, because the com- 
pany distributed commodities from the Illinois warehouses to 
nearby points in Indiana. Judge Sullivan ruled that the em- 
ployes were engaged only in local commerce and that the act 
should be interpreted liberally to cover the matter. 


Cc. AND W. I. CASE APPEALED 


The Grand Trunk Western has filed notice of its intention 
to appeal from the decision of the federal district court at 
Chicago in Civil No. 464, G. T. W. vs. Chicago and Western 
Indiana. The Wabash Railway and the Monon were cross- 
complainants in the case. The suit was dismissed in October 
(see Traffic World, Oct. 11, p. 912). 

The plaintiff seeks to have the defendant, which is owned 
by the plaintiff and four other railroads, pay approximately 
$212,000 to the G. T. W. and two other owner railroads. The 
plaintiff takes the position that that sum was collected from 
other owner railroads in 1938 as overdue payments to meet tax 
obligations of the C. and W. IL. and that the sum should be 
distributed among the G. T. W., the Wabash Railway, and the 
Monon to compensate those companies for previous excess pay- 
ments of taxes on defendant’s property. 


MOORE MOTOR FREIGHT LINES LOSE 


A three judge court in Minnesota, third division, has dis- 
missed the bill in civil No. 253, Ernest E. Moore, dba Moore 
Motor Freight Lines vs. United States and Interstate Com- 
merce Commission in which Moore sought to enjoin the enforce- 
ment of the Commission’s order in MC-17481, et al., denying 
him any authority to continue any sort of operation of his 
freight service begun by him with horse drawn vehicles since 
about 1906, by reason of the principles laid down by the Com- 
mission in the so-called forwarder cases, Acme Fast Freight, 
Inc., et al. vs. United States, 309 U. S., 638. Thereby the court 
‘sustained the Commission. 


The court found nothing wrong in the case as it was handled 
by the Commission either as to the facts or the law. Moore 
operated, after 1933, by the method of employing men with 
equipment, in some instances advancing money to the men who 
furnished the vehicles, paid insurance in some instances and had 
liens on equipment in others. According to the opinion of the 
court, Moore applied for authorization as a common carrier, 
contract carrier, irregular route common carrier or as a broker, 
his operations being carried on in Minnesota, Wisconsin, Illinois, 
Nebraska, Iowa and the Dakotas. Prior to 1933 when he owned 
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laine used in his business he had more than a score of 
units. 

The court said it was its conclusion that the findings of the 
Commission were supported by substantial evidence, that there 
was no evidence of arbitrary action, and that there had not been 
an improper construction of the motor carrier act. The court 
was composed of Circuit Judge Sanborn and District Judges 
Bell and Sullivan. 





McARTHUR GRANDFATHER CASE 


A three-judge federal court at Chicago, in a decision in 
Civil No. 3046, Roy McArthur and G. A. McArthur, doing busi- 
ness as Anaconda Freight Lines, Chicago, vs. the government 
and the Commission, has set aside the Commission’s order of 
January 11 in MC 75732, in which the McArthurs’ grandfather 
application was denied. The plaintiffs had sought an injunction 
forbidding the defendants from enforcing the decision in the 
case and asking that that decision be set aside (see Traffic 
World, June 14, p. 1505). 

The Anaconda Freight Lines operates as a motor common 
carrier of household goods between Chicago and points in the 
United States. In May, 1938, the Commission in an order 
authorized the applicants to operate under the grandfather 
clause of the act, but the order was vacated in March, 1939, 
Subsequently, hearing was held on the application and the 
Commission then issued an order denying the application on 
the grounds that there had been no documentary evidence 
proving the applicants had operated continuously since the 
grandfather date. 

_ In its decision, the court, composed of Will M. Sparks, 
circuit judge, and P. L. Sullivan and John P. Barnes, district 
judges, said the Commission’s original order constituted a final 
determination of the applicants’ status and that the Commis- 
sion did not have the right to revoke its original order. The 
a ruled that the earlier order of the Commission should 
obtain. 


» 


Molasses Cargo Liability 


The Supreme Court of the United States, November 17, in 
an opinion delivered by Chief Justice Stone in No. 14, Com- 
mercial Molasses Corporation, petitioner, vs. New York Tank 
Barge Corporation, as chartered owner of the tank barge “‘T. N. 
No. 73,” affirmed a decision of the U. S. Circuit Court of Ap- 
peals, second circuit, dismissing petitioner’s claim. 

The Chief Justice said this was a proceeding in admiralty 
originating in the district court on a petition by respondent 
as chartered owner of the tank barge “T. N. No. 73,” for limita- 
tion of liability for damage to petitioner’s shipment of molasses 
resulting from the sinking of the barge in New York Harbor. 
Petitioner, the sole claimant in the limitation proceeding, filed, 
in behalf of the insurer, its claim for loss of the molasses in the 
barge which sank on October 23, 1937, while taking on the 
shipment from the S.S “Althelsultan,” said Chief Justice Stone. 
The district court dismissed petitioner’s claim. The court of 
appeals held that the burden was on petitioner to prove that 
respondent had furnished an unseaworthy barge and that peti- 
tioner had not sustained its burden. It thus became unneces- 
sary, said the Chief Justice, to consider what burden would rest 
on the barge owner if he were seeking to limit liability on an 
admittedly valid claim. 

“With respect to the burden of proof,” said the Chief 
Justice, “this case is to be distinguished from those in which 
the burden of proving seaworthiness rests upon the vessel when 
it is a common carrier or has assumed the obligation of a com- 
mon carrier. The present contract of affreightment was for 
private carriage in New York Harbor.” 

The Chief Justice agreed with the lower court that the 
bailee of goods “who has not assumed a common carrier's obliga- 
tion is not an insurer,” and later stated that in such a case the 
burden of proving the breach of duty or obligation “rests upon 
him who must assert it as the ground of the recovery which he 
seeks.” Petitioner had failed to sustain the burden resting on 
it, he concluded. 

Justice Black wrote a dissenting opinion in which Justices 
Douglas, Murphy and Byrnes concurred. They favored reversal 
of the lower court. 

“It has long been recognized,” said Justice Black, “that 
‘courts of admiralty are not governed by the strict rules of the 
common law, but act upon enlarged principles of equity,’ ” citing 
O’Brien vs. Miller, 168 U. S. 287, 297. 

“Where, as here, the result of a case in admiralty is made 
to turn upon the distinction between a common and private car- 
rier, one may well ask whether more respect has been paid to 
technical niceties of the common law than befits the admiralty 
tradition.” 

Justice Black asserted that at least since 1894, when the 
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Edwin I. Morrison case (153 U. S. 199) was decided (in which he 
said the court held that the burden was on a private carrier to 
prove seaworthiness in a controversy distinguishable in no 
significant respect from that in the molasses case) no distinction 
had been drawn between private and common carriers with 
reference to the burden of proving seaworthiness. Continuing, 
he said: 

If such a distinction had existed, the ‘‘new lights’’ shed by the 
awareness of ever increasing complexity in modern shipping, a com- 
plexity equally incomprehensible to the shipper whether he deals with a 
private or common carrier, could, perhaps not without propriety, have 
peen taken by this court as a reason for erasing it. But the contrary 
procedure, of establishing a distinction which neither was present in 
our received law nor is demanded ‘‘to preserve harmony and logical 
consistency,’’ seems wholly unjustifiable. 

Accordingly, it is my opinion that the judgment below should be 
reversed. 


KEESHIN INJUNCTION CASE 


Luther M. Walter and Colin A. Smith, attorneys for the 
defendant and plaintiff, respectively, in Civil. No. 3128, Com- 
mission and government vs. Keeshin Motor Express Company, 
submitted a stipulation as to facts in the case before the federal 
court at Chicago November 17. The plaintiffs, in a complaint 
filed last June, alleged the defendant charged and collected 
intrastate rates lower than applicable interstate rates on ship- 
ments moving from Chicago to East St. Louis, Ill., via St. Louis 
(see Traffic World, Oct. 11, p. 910). The planitiffs seek an 
injunction preventing the continuation of the alleged violations. 

In the stipulation, the defendant admitted that it trans- 
ported 2,144 shipments from Chicago to East St. Louis via St. 
Louis between October 8, 1940, and October 1, 1941, of which 
648 moved at intrastate rates. Interstate rates were applicable, 
the stipulation said. 

The defendant has taken the position that the intrastate 
rates were charged, at least in a number of instances, because 
of clerical errors. It maintains that the company has ceased 
to charge intrastate rates on the admittedly interstate operation. 

Judge John P. Barnes will hold a hearing in the matter 
November 25. 


AIR EXPRESS INCREASES 


Total weight of air express shipments in the nine months 
ending with September of this year exceeded that for the entire 
year of 1940, according to the air express division of the Railway 
Express Agency. Revenues and number of shipments also set 
new records. The number of shipments for the nine months of 
1941 was 947,760, an increase of 26 per cent over the first nine 
months of 1940; total weight in the period was 7,927,181 pounds, 
50 per cent over the same period in 1940, and gross revenues 
were up 42.7 per cent. 

September set a new monthly record for gross revenue, 
being up 43 per cent over September, 1940. The number of 
shipments for the month was 18 per cent over the same month 
in 1940, and the total weight of the shipments was up 43 per 
cent. 





AIR MAIL PICK-UP SUMMARY 

The Civil Aeronautics Board has issued a summary of 
applications for air mail pick-up service, showing that it has 
disposed of three such applications, authorizing service for 89 
cities, located in six states. The summary also shows that 
eleven applications for such service are pending (as of Novem- 
ber 17), that the number of cities which would be served by 
these applicants is 1,113, and that those cities are distributed 
over an area embracing 43 states. 

The applications disposed of were filed by All American 
Aviation, Inc., which has two other applications pending. Other 
applicants, the number of applications and the number of cities 
each would serve, are: Aero Pick-Up Service Corporation, one, 
24 cities in one state; Automatic Air Mail, Inc., one, 25 cities in 
four states; Mercury Development Corporation, three, 422 cities 
in 13 states; Page Airways, Inc., one, 94 cities in four states; 
Southern Aviation Corporation, one, 92 cities in seven states; 
Southwest Feeder Airlines, one, 255 cities in eight states, and 
West Coast Airlines, Inc., one, 139 cities in three states. 


AIR CARRIER STATISTICS 


Donald H. Connolly, administrator of civil aeronautics, has 
announced that the number of revenue passengers using the 
domestic airlines in the first nine months of 1941 exceeded the 
total for the same period of 1940 by 38 per cent, the totals being 
2,792,002 for 1941 and 2,013,208 for 1940. 

The miles flown by the carriers in the nine-months period, 
he said, totaled 98,442,706 in 1941, compared with 79,449,824 in 
940, an increase of 23.91 per cent, while the pounds of express 
carried totaled 13,374,022 in 1941, compared with 8,647,457 in 
1940, an increase of 54.66 per cent. 





Air Transportation 





Opposition to Pan-Atlantic 


Availing themselves of guides furnished by a large number 
of motor carrier decisions made by the Commission as to 
grandfather certificate rights, Agwilines, Inc. (Clyde-Mallory 
Lines), Eastern Steamship Lines, Inc., Merchants and Miners 
Transportation Co. and Ocean Steamship Co. of Savannah join 
in a brief in opposition to the grant of a certificate to the ap- 
plicant, in W-376, application of Pan-Atlantic Steamship Cor- 
poration as a common carrier by water as broad as the applica- 
tion. They oppose in particular, a certificate for local service 
among north Atlantic ports and between New York and Tampa, 
direct. 

As to the service between the north Atlantic ports they 
raise a question of good faith such as is typified in motor carrier 
regulation by the McDonald litigation, climaxed in McDonald 
vs. Thompson, 305 U. S. 263 and applied in later proceedings 
before the Commission. Carrying the flavor of motor carrier 
certification law to a higher degree the brief also makes use of 
the McCarthy Common Carrier Application case, 17 M. C. C. 
763, Slagle Contract Carrier Application, 2 M. C. C. 127 and 
others as well as proceedings before the Maritime Commission, 
in which the applicant was a party, Class Rates between North 
Atlantic Ports—Pan Atlantic Steamship Corporation, 2 U. S. 
M. C. 188, pertaining to class rates for local service between 
north Atlantic ports. 

The applicant asked for a certificate covering a service, as 
summarized in the opposition brief, via both regular and irreg- 
ular routes, for passengers and freight, between ports on the 
north Atlantic and along the Gulf, and a direct service from 
New York to Tampa, although as the opposition alleges, that 
service is via New Orleans. The opposing lines said they did 
not understand that the applicant desired to transport pas- 
sengers between the north Atlantic ports or from New York to 
Tampa via New Orleans. 

As to the bona fide phase of the matter the opposition 
suggested that class rates published by the applicant for 
application on local traffic between the north Atlantic 
ports was for the purpose of forestalling the enactment of 
legislation providing for regulation by the Commission and for 
use in such a proceeding as this. 

Specifically the opposing lines prayed that any certificates 
issued only authorize the applicant to transport traffic between 
the north Atlantic ports, on the one hand, and the south Atlantic 
and Gulf ports, on the other to the extent and via routes on 
which such transportation was actually performed at the present 
time. 





Cc. & S. AIR MAIL PAY RATE 


The Civil Aeronautics Board has adjusted the rate of mail 
pay for Chicago and Southern Airlines’ routes 8 and 53. 

Effective December 1, 1941, the rate of compensation on 
three daily, round trip Chicago-New Orleans schedules, and 
one daily Chicago-Memphis schedule, will be 22% cents an air- 
plane mile. Forty-six cents an airplane mile will be paid on a 
daily round trip between Memphis and Houston, effective 
as of June 12, 1941. With the addition of a second schedule 
on this route the rate will be 35% cents a mile. Rates fixed 
by the board will result in an increase to Chicago and South- 
ern of approximately $240,000 a year, as compared with the 
carrier’s mail compensation under the former Interstate Com- 
merce Commission rate, says the board. A large amount of 
the increase will result from the Memphis-Houston run, in- 
augurated March 1, 1941, on which no previous rate had been 
fixed, it added. 


AIR FREIGHT SERVICE PLAN 


The Universal Air Freight Corporation, of New York City, 
a subsidiary of the United States Freight Co. of which Univer- 
sal Carloading & Distributing Co. is also a subsidiary, has filed 
an application with the Civil Aeronautics Board, for authority 
to conduct “air cargo” (commonly called air express and/or 
air freight) business over the existing lines of air carriers hold- 
ing certificates issued by the board, in all states of the United 
States. The application has been docketed as No. 681. 

Through development of air freight, the applicant believes 
that resultant costs of transportation of mail and passengers 
will be substantially reduced, says the application. It expresses 
the belief that there is room in the air cargo field for the ap- 
plicant and that its proposed operations would serve to in- 
crease revenues of the carriers. 
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Applicant says it has been unable to enter into any direct 
arrangements with the existing air lines “due to the exclusive 
contract which they have with the Railway Express Agency.” 
It has been necessary, therefore, according to the applicant, 
for the applicant, in order to gain experience and make a sur- 
vey of the potentialities of air freight, to operate within the 
spread of the Railway Express Agency volume rates and the 
rates for small packages. Applicant says it believes its opera- 
tion could be more economical and that lower rates could be 
charged to the public if it were permitted to enter into con- 
tracts with existing air lines, whereby the latter would be 
paid compensatory rates for air carriage while applicant would 
receive compensatory rates for its services, including pick-up, 
delivery, receiving, rating, billing, tracing, etc. 

The applicant says it has arrangements with 3,600 truck- 
ing companies in the United States. 


AIRCRAFT ALLOCATIONS 


The aircraft branch of the Office of Production Management 
has made tentative allocations of 112 planes to commercial air 
lines in the United States in 1942. 





ALASKA AIRLINE PURCHASE 


Purchase of Mirow Air Service, operating mostly in the 
Seward Peninsula area of Alaska, by Wein Alaska Airlines, 
Inc., which has so far centered its principal activity in the vi- 
cinity of Fairbanks, has been approved by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board. The board revoked its temporary approval of an in- 
terlocking relationship previously granted to Sigurd Wein and 
dismissed as unnecessary, under the terms of the purchase, of 
an application for a permanent relationship. 

Mirow Airlines was operated by Hans Mirow until his 
death on December 20, 1939, and had since been operated by 
his widow, Madeleine Mirow, the board said. She had ob- 
tained the services of Sigurd Wein, head of Wein Alaska, as 
her operations manager, pending settlement of the application 
to purchase, it added. 

Mirow Air Service has been conducting scheduled and 
charter operations from its operating base at Nome to other 
points in Alaska, namely, points in the Seward peninsula area, 
including Candle, Unalakleet, St. Lawrence Island, Kotzebue, 
and Deering, and to Fairbanks, Seward and Anchorage. The 
board stated that it felt no discriminatory monopoly would 
result from the acquisition, since there was sufficient competi- 
tion from other existing airlines in the areas served. 


Washington Terminal Labor Case 


The United States Court of Appeals has affirmed, on ap- 
peal from the federal district court for the District of Co- 
lumbia, the decision of the lower court dismissing a complaint 
of the Washington Terminal Co., appellant, vs. F. E. Boswell, 
E. R. Burkhead, R. R. Bridges, et al., appellees, growing out 
of an award by the National Railroad Adjustment Board to 
employes of the terminal company on their contention that they 
were entitled, under an agreement with the company, to per- 
form work which regular train crews previously had done. 
That work consisted principally of moving empty passenger 
cars from the storage yard to the Union Terminal passenger 
station in Washington, D. C., and vice versa, preceding and 
following, respectively, the departure and arrival of trains on 
interstation runs. The Court of Appeals noted, in its decision, 
that the regular train crews were still doing this work. 


With participation of a referee, the adjustment board’s 
award was made October 24, 1938, said the majority opinion 
of the court. The board held that the contract entitled the 
employes to perform the work in question, and ordered the 
terminal company, on that same day, to make the award ef- 
fective within 30 days. The company, said the opinion, written 
by Justice Rutledge, had not complied. Instead, it added, the 
company on December 28, 1938, filed “this suit.” 

“It was begun, therefore, slightly more than one month 
from the day on which the employes’ cause of action arose on 
the award, although the act gave them two years to sue upon 
it and made no provision for an employer’s suit to set it aside 
or restrain its enforcement,” said the majority opinion of the 
three-judge court. 


The majority added that it did not think that Congress in- 
tended the National Railroad Adjustment Board’s awards to 
be reviewable in this manner. 

“We do not believe it meant to set up a race of diligence 
between employer and employes to see which could beat the 
other into court after an award is made,” continued the opin- 
ion. “The terms of the act .. . clearly negative such an idea. 
Yet that will be the inevitable result of allowing other than 
enforcement suits during the period of limitations. Congress 
had no purpose to give the statutory advantages to the employe 
if he should beat his employer to the courthouse, but to take 
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them away if he should come in second. That is true whether 
the employer’s suit is one to restrain enforcement of the award 
set it aside, declare it void, or reinterpret the original contract 
with the same effects upon the award. If a carrier can have 
full advantage of the administrative proceeding, on the chance 
it will be successful, yet when the event is otherwise relieve 
itself of all its disadvantages, circumventing the employe’s 
rights by judicial proceedings in which they are not available, 
the railway labor act will have become, finally, a dead letter. 
The board’s awards would amount to nothing more than jp. 
nocuous advice to the disputants, like that provided for under 
the railway labor act of 1920... or mere proposals for a new 
agreement, having not even the force of an offer in the law of 
contracts. If that is the result of the act and of an award, 
Congress went to much ado about nothing.” 

The court observed that the carrier was at full liberty to 
accept or comply with the award, or to reject and disregard 
it; that if it chose the latter course, the award had no effect on 
its rights unless the employe instituted and succeeded in a suit 
to enforce it, and that if he did so, the carrier received ful] 
constitutional protection in the suit. 

“Limiting the decision therefore squarely to the facts 
and the issues which they present,” said the majority, “we find 
no constitutional inadequacy in the protection afforded to the 
plaintiff under the provisions of the railway labor act, merely 
by reason of the fact that its rights to initiate litigation to 
nullify an award is barred or suspended for a period of two 
years. The: judgment is affirmed.” 

The majority said the decision in Moore vs. Illinois Cen- 
tral Railroad, 312 U. S. 630 (1941), rendered since the instant 
case was argued, had put beside the point much of the argu- 
ment here. 

In a dissenting opinion, covering over 30 printed pages, 
Justice Stephens noted that the controversy involved yard en- 
ginemen and firemen of the appellant, and that their demands 
for the period from November 23, 1938, to the date of filing the 
complaint amounted to approximately $7,500 and were accu- 
mulating at the rate of $80,000 a year. 

“The question immediately involved on this appeal,” he 
said, “is not what are the rights of the parties under the con- 
tract. It is, broadly stated, whether or not a carrier, party 
to a collective bargaining agreement with its employes, may 
obtain a judgment in a United States district court declaring 
the rights of the parties to the agreement, notwithstanding 
that a dispute arising out of the interpretation of the agree- 
ment has, at the instance of the other party, the employes, 
been submitted to the National Railroad Adjustment Board and 
made the subject of an award and order by the board in the 
employes’ favor. I think that the carrier is entitled to such 
a judgment.” 

The majority opinion gave consideration to the argument 
that unless the carrier could maintain a suit such as that in 
question, the employes would elect not to institute enforce 
ment suits, but to rely on their economic bargaining power, 
“that is, the right to strike,” to obtain enforcement or accept- 
ance of awards. The court stated its views on this argument 
as follows: 

Thus, it is said, the carrier will be deprived of its day of defense, 
and so of its only day in court. It is urged that the court should look 
at the facts of industrial and railroad life and determine the effects 
of the statutory provision for suit in their light. If that is done, the 
further fact cannot be ignored that carriers, as well as labor unions 
and employes, have economic bargaining power. They are not en- 
tirely defenseless in the face of threat of strike. Nor are railroad 
strikes so easily and readily called and put in effect that they are 
everyday occurrences. Employes, as well as employers, have a stake 
in avoiding them. And there is elaborate provision in section 2 of 
the act for meeting the contingency of a strike. 

Justice Stephens, after stating in his dissenting opinion that 
the employes’ demands were accumulating at the rate of 
$80,000 per annum, said that the continuance of these demands 
and of the controversy concerning them might interrupt per- 
formance of the appellant’s duty to serve the public. He said 
the action at hand was filed by the appellant in the federal 
court “to obtain a declaratory judgment of the rights and re- 
lations of the appellant and the appellees under the seniority 
agreement of February 1, 1923—the appellant contending that 
the appellees have no right to the work in question under that 
agreement or otherwise and that the award purporting to con- 
fer any such right is invalid, and asserting that it has no other 
adequate remedy, that the enforcement proceeding is not such 
so far as a carrier is concerned.” 


BLACKOUTS AND TRANSPORTATION 

A sixty-page pamphlet on “Blackouts” has been prepared 
by the War Department and issued by the Office of Civilian 
Defense. The final chapter deals with blackouts in air raids as 
they relate to transportation and what should be done by 
agencies of transportation in making blackouts effective. Copies 
may be obtained at 25 cents each from the Superintendent of 
Documents, Washington, D. C. 
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Rail Strike Developments 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


President Roosevelt November 19 asked railroad man- 
agement and railroad labor to get together and settle the rail- 
road labor disputes, if possible. Representatives of the railroads 
and of rgilroad labor with authority to reach a settlement were 
to meet in Washington the afternoon of November 21 in an 
effort to comply with the request. 


The foregoing was the outcome of the President, November 
18, calling a conference on the railroad labor situation involving 
the threatened tie-up of the railroads by strike. Two con- 
ferences were held at the White House November 19. No 
roposal or basis for settlement was placed before the railroad 
and labor representatives at the White House conferences, it 
was stated by J. J. Pelley, president, Association of American 
Railroads, and George M. Harrison, president, Brotherhood of 
Railway and Steamship Clerks, Freight Handlers, Express and 
Station Employes. 

At the close of the last conference November 19 Chairman 
Eastman, of the Commission, said he had been selected to act 
as spokesman. The announcement he had to make, he said, 
was that the duly accredited representatives of the railroads and 
of the employes would meet at 2 p. m., November 21, to discuss 
the wage dispute. 

Mr. Harrison, when questioned as to whether any proposal 
had been discussed for settling the disputes, said there had 
been no proposition submitted and no suggestion made beyond 
that the principals get together and report to the President. 
Later Mr. Pelley, when questioned, made a similar statement. 


The President met at noon November 18 with Charles Fahy, 
Solicitor General of the United States; David J. Lewis, chair- 
man of National Mediation Board; Chairman Eastman; Mr. 
Pelley; R. V. Fletcher, vice-president and general counsel of 
the A. A. R.; Mr. Harrison; Alvanley Johnston, head of the 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, and Senator Mead, of 
New York. He had invited the foregoing to come to the White 
House to discuss the railroad labor situation, the announcement 
having been made earlier that day. At his press conference at 
4p. m. the President declined to answer questions about the 
conference, saying he had no news. 


At the wage conference, it was learned, there was a general 
discussion of the wage situation, for the purpose of the Presi- 
dent obtaining a picture of the controversy. Neither manage- 
ment nor labor was asked to make any commitments nor were 
any conclusions reached at that conference, it was stated. The 
President asked Messrs. Fahy, Lewis, Eastman and Mead to 
confer with him at 10:30 a. m., November 19, and Messrs. Pelley, 
Fletcher, Harrison and Johnston to confer with him the after- 
noon of that day. After the morning conference it was stated 
that the entire eight had been invited to confer with the Presi- 
dent in the afternoon. At the afternoon conference, the Presi- 
dent, it was stated, saw the participants only about ten minutes. 
The rest of the time—about two hours—was spent by the par- 
ticipants invited by the President talking among themselves. 
The President made his request that management and the 
employes get together and effect a settlement at the ten-minute 
session, it was stated. 

Mr. Harrison said the employes would be represented at the 
conference November 21 by the heads of the five train operating 
brotherhoods and by four representatives of the non-operating 
brotherhoods and unions—a total of nine. The rail union men, 
itwas said, thought the railroads likewise should have a com- 
mittee of nine representing them. Mr. Pelley said the railroads 
would be represented by the carriers’ conference committees or 
tepresentatives selected from those committees. 

Mr. Harrison said he was hopeful that a settlement could 
be reached. 

While the conference was in session the afternoon of No- 
vember 19, word came that A. F. Whitney, head of the Brother- 
hood of Railroad Trainmen, had wired the President that none 
of the labor leaders participating in the conference had au- 
thority to speak for the trainmen and asking for an opportunity 
to discuss the wage situation with the President. The decision 
of the President asking the railroads and labor to get together 
ona settlement put Mr. Whitney into the picture, it was pointed 
out. If a proposal for a settlement had been submitted by the 
President, it was explained, both management and labor repre- 
sentatives in the White House conferences would have had to 
submit it to their principals. 

_It was reported from Philadelphia that the Brotherhood of 
Railroad Shop Crafts of America had signed an agreement with 
the Pennsylvania Railroad for a wage increase of 9 cents an 
hour and for vacations for Pennsylvania shop craft workers on 
the basis of the President’s emergency board report. Mr. Har- 
‘ison, told of that report, said the union named was a “com- 
pany” union. 

It was announced November 21 that railroad management 
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would be represented by the chairmen of the carriers’ con- 
ference committees in the wage conference. They are F. G. 
Gurley, chairman, western committee; J. W. Smith, chairman, 
eastern committee; and J. B. Parrish, chairman, southeastern 
committee. The five operating brotherhoods were to be rep- 
resented by Mr. Johnston for the locomotive engineers; C. J. 
Goff, assistant president, firemen and enginemen; H. W. Fraser, 
of the conductors; Mr. Whitney, of the trainmen; and Thomas 
C. Cashen, of the switchmen’s union. 


The fourteen non-operating brotherhoods and unions were 
to be represented by Mr. Harrison; B. M. Jewell, railway em- 
ployes’ department, American Federation of Labor; L. M. 
Wicklein, vice-president of the sheet metal workers; and A. E. 
Lyon, president of the railroad signalmen. 


Later it was decided to have all the members of the car- 
riers’ conference committees present. The conference was held 
at the offices of the A. A. R. 


President Roosevelt conferred at noon November 21 with 
Mr. Johnston, Mr. Whitney, and Senator Mead. 


Mr. Whitney said the meeting was a continuation of the 
White House discussions on the wage matter. It was agreed, 
said he, that both parties would undertake to work out a settle- 
ment of the differences and they would meet as previously 
arranged. Asked as to the prospect of a settlement he had no 
comment, but said he thought the President’s approach was 
“very fine” and that he (Whitney) knew that labor would not 
want to embarrass the President or the President’s national 
defense program. 


The President surprised at least some of the participants 
in the conference by inquiries for information as to how the 
land-grant rate provisions applying to government military and 
naval traffic were working out. It was understood that the 
President asked only for information and did not indicate what 
he had in mind as to that subject or its relation to the wage 
controversy. It was believed that Solicitor General Fahy had 
been called into the conference because of the President’s in- 
terest in the land-grant rates. The President, it was pointed 
out, may have had brought to his attention recently complaints 
of certain railroads, particularly some of the land-grant roads 
in the west, as to having to carry a large volume of traffic for 
the government under the reduced land-grant rates, and as to 
rulings under which such rates are applied to military and naval 
traffic. On other government traffic the full commercial rates 
may be applied under the amendment made by the transporta- 
tion act of 1940. 


The presence of Senator Mead in the conference was said to 
have been accounted for on the ground that he was an old friend 
of the President and would reflect congressional reaction as to 
the situation under consideration. While the President’s emer- 
gency board was holding hearings as to the dispute, Senator 
Mead issued a statement praising the performance of railroads 
and of railroad labor and asserting that, in his judgment, rail- 
road labor was on sound ground in appealing for “relative 
treatment” in the matter of wages. He said rail wage rates and 
wage increases were well below those obtaining in most other 
key industries and therefore it was his opinion that the current 
orderly request for rail wage rate increases was wholly in keep- 
ing with practical requirements (see Traffic World, Oct. 11, 
p. 920). 


The scene shifted from Chicago to Washington last week- 
end. The three heads of the operating unions—C. J. Goff of the 
firemen and enginemen, H. W. Fraser of the conductors, and 
T. C. Cashen of the switchmen—left for Washington the after- 
noon of November 16. A. F. Whitney, of the trainmen, and 
Alvanley Johnston of the engineers, had gone to their head- 
quarters at Cleveland earlier in the week and were expected 
to joint the other three in Washington. Meanwhile, the operat- 
ing group issued printed instructions on the conduct of the 
strike set to begin at 6:00 a. m. December 7, to general chair- 
men on the various rail lines. 


“Non-Ops” Still on Fence 


The heads of the 14 non-operating unions left Chicago with- 
out adding anything to or explaining their inconclusive attack 
on the report of the President’s emergency board, made public 
November 13 (see Traffic World, Nov. 15, p. 1271). The feeling 
among those who had been in close touch with the dispute from 
the beginning was that, in spite of expressions in the non- 
operating statement against the report, their general chairmen, 
1,500 of whom had held a two-day meeting before the state- 
ment was issued, were generally satisfied with the 9-cents-an- 
hour and 6-day vacation recommendations of the board, but 
their chief executives did not feel it politic to issue even a 
reluctant acceptance in the face of the operating strike decision 
and in view of the fact that a Presidential conference growing 
out of that decision might possibly win for them even more 
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than that recommendation, as long as they had not committed 
themselves against a strike. 

At the White House November 15 it was stated that there 
were no developments there with respect to the threatened 
tie-up of rail transportation. Members of the National Media- 
tion Board called at the White House executive offices Novem- 
ber 14 and 15 but said they were discussing budget matters 
with one of the President’s assistants. They said their visits 
had nothing to do with the threatened rail strike. 


Strike Instructions 


Printed instructions sent to general and local chairmen by 
the five operating brotherhoods were that work should cease 
immediately at 6:00 a. m. on the three successive days, De- 
cember 7, 8 and 9, on specified railroads, except that men who 
had already left terminals on trains at the appointed hour 
might complete their runs. The instructions asserted that 
there was no difference in “the legal right to strike” between 
“a mail train and any other train.” Members of the brother- 
hoods were warned against acts of violence and ordered to 
“avoid associating with irresponsible persons,” not members, 
who might “engage in acts of violence and disorderly conduct” 
and thus bring erroneous blame on the brotherhoods. They 
were also warned not to permit railroad officials to “coerce or 
mislead” them “by asserting that men at other points have not 
withdrawn from service.” 

The men were ordered to ‘keep away from railroad prop- 
erty” unless assigned “certain duties to be performed by au- 
thority of the organization.” A meeting place is to be arranged 
for at each railroad terminal, under the strike instructions, at 
which each brotherhood member is to present himself twice 
a day for roll call. 

Withdrawal will be at 6:00 a. m., December 7, on railroads 
named in Group 1 of the instructions; at 6:00 a. m., Decem- 
ber 8, on railroads named in Group 2, and at 6:00 a. m., De- 
cember 9, on railroads named in Group 3, the time in each 
instance to be standard time in the territory covered. Instruc- 
tions covering rail lines which may inadvertently have been 
omitted from the three groups, will be issued as such omis- 
sions are discovered under a fourth group, the instructions 
said. The three groupings are as follows: 






















































































Group 1 

Alton R. R. 
Ann Arbor R. R. 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Ry. 

Gulf, Colorado & Santa Fe Ry. 

Panhandle & Santa Fe Ry. 
Atlanta Joint Terminals 
Atlantic Coast Line R. R. 
Baltimore & Ohio, Chicago Terminal R. R. 
Belt Ry. Co. of Chicago 
Boston & Albany R. R. 
Boston & Maine R. R. 
Brooklyn Eastern District Terminal 
Bush Terminal Co. 
Central Railroad Company of New Jersey 
Charleston & Western Carolina R. R. 
Chicago, Burlington & Quincy R. R. 
Chicago River and Indiana R. R. (Chicago Junction) 
Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Ry. 
Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis Ry. 

Louisville & Jeffersonville Bridge & Railroad 
Colorado & Southern Ry. 

Denver & Rio Grande Western R. R. 
Denver & Salt Lake Ry. 

Detroit, Toledo & Ironton R. R. Co. 
Elgin, Joliet & Eastern Ry. 

Florida East Coast Ry. 

Fort Worth & Denver City Ry. 

Wichita Valley Ry. 

Indiana Harbor Belt R. R. 
Indianapolis Union Ry. 
Lehigh & New England R. R. 
Lehigh Valley R. R. 

Long Island R. R. 

Michigan Central R. R. 
Missouri-Kansas-Texas R. R. 

Missouri-Kansas-Texas R. R. of Texas 
New York Central R. R.—Buffalo and East 
New York Central R. R.—West of Buffalo 
New York Central R. R.—Ohio Central Lines 
New York Dock Ry. 

Norfolk & Western Ry. 
Northern Pacific Ry. 
Northwestern Pacific R. R. 
Pennsylvania R. R. 

Pennsylvania-Reading Seashore Lines 
Pittsburgh & Lake Erie R. R. (Inc. L. E. & E.) 
Reading Company 
Richmond, Fredericksburg & Potomac R. R. 
San Diego & Arizona Eastern 
Southern Pacific—Pacific Lines 

(Inc. former E. P. & S. W. R. R. and Arizona Eastern R. R.) 
Southern Pacific Lines in Texas and Louisiana 
Southern Railway (Inc. E. St. Louis Terminal) 

Alabama Great Southern 
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Cincinnati, New Orleans and Texas Pacific 
New Orleans and Northeastern 
Woodstock and Blocton 

Georgia Southern and Florida 

Harriman and Northeastern 

Northern Alabama 

New Orleans Terminal 

St. Johns River Terminal 

Cincinnati, Burnside and Cumberland River . 
St. Louis-Southwestern Ry. 

St. Louis Southwestern Ry. Co. of Texas 
Terminal Railroad Association of St. Louis 
Union Depot Co. (Columbus, Ohio) 

Virginian Ry. 
Wabash kailway 


Group 2 


Atlanta & West Point—Western Ry. of Alabama 
Bessemer & Lake Erie R. R. 
Central of Georgia 
Chesapeake & Ohio 
Chicago & Eastern Illinois Ry. 
Chicago & Illinois Midland 
Chicago, Indianapolis & Louisville Ry. 
Chicago & North Western Ry. 
Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha Ry. 
Chicago Union Station Co. 
Delaware & Hudson R. R. Corp. 
Delaware, Lackawanna & Western R. R. 
Detroit Terminal R. R. Co. 
Duluth, Missabe & Iron Range Ry. 
East Broad Top R. R. & Coal Co. 
E. St. Louis Junction Ry. 
Erie R. R. 
Chicago and Erie R. R. 
New Jersey and New York R. R. 
New York, Susquehanna & Western R. R.—Wilkes-Barre @ 
Eastern R. R. 
Grand Trunk Western R. R. 
Great Northern Ry. 
Spokane, Coeur d’Alene & Palouse Ry. 
Gulf Coast Lines—comprising 
New Orleans, Texas & Mexico Ry. 
Beaumont, Sour Lake & Western Ry. 
Orange & Northwestern Ry. 
St. Louis, Brownsville & Mexico Ry. 
Iberia & Northern R. R. 
Houston & Brazos Valley Ry. 
San Antonio, Uvalde & Gulf R. R. 
Sugar Land Ry. 
Rio Grande City Ry. 
Asherton & Gulf Ry. 
San Antonio & Southern Ry. 
San Benito & Rio Grande Valley Ry. 
Asphalt Belt Ry. 
Houston North Shore Ry. 
International-Great Northern R. R. 
Houston Belt and Terminal Ry. 
Illinois Central R. R. 
Yazoo & Mississippi Valley R. R. (including A. & V. Ry. and 
V.S. & P. R. R.) 
Gulf and Ship Island R. R. 
Chicago and Illinois Western R. R. 
Jacksonville Terminal 
Kansas City Southern 
Kansas City Terminal Ry. 
Kentucky and Indiana Terminal 
Louisiana & Arkansas 
Maine Central R. R. (Inc. Portland Terminal Co.) 
Minnesota Transfer Ry. 
Missouri Pacific R. R. 
Missouri-Illinois R. R. 
Nashville, Chattanooga & St. Louis 
New York, Chicago & St. Louis R. R. 
New York, New Haven & Hartford R. R. 
Peoria & Pekin Union Ry. 
Pere Marquette Ry. (Inc. Fort St. Union Depot) 
St. Paul Union Depot Co. 
South Omaha Terminal Ry. 
Texas & Pacific Ry. 
Weatherford, Mineral Wells and N. W. Ry. 
Cisco and North Eastern Ry. 
Abilene and Southern Ry. 
Texas-New Mexico Ry. 
Texas-Mexican Ry. 
Texas Pacific—Missouri Pacific Terminal R. R. of New Orleans 
Union Belt of Detroit 
Union Terminal Ry (St. Joseph) 
Wheeling & Lake Erie Ry. (Inc. Lorain and West Virginia) 


Group 3 


Akron & Barberton Belt R. R. 

Akron, Canton & Youngstown Ry. 

Alton & Southern R. R. 

Baltimore & Ohio R. R. 

Burlington-Rock Island R. R. 

Camas Prairie R. R. 

Central Vermonr Ry. 

Chicago & Western Indiana R. R. 

Chicago Great Western R. R. 
South St. Paul Terminal 

Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific R. R. 
Chicago, Terre Haute & Southeastern Ry, 
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Cincinnati Union Terminal Co. 
Clinchfield R. R. 
Colorado & Wyoming Ry. 
Davenport, Rock Island & Northwestern Ry. 
Des Moines Union Ry. 
Detroit & Toledo Shore Line R. R. 
Duluth, Winnipeg & Pacific Ry. 
Escanaba & Lake Superior R. R. 
Fort Worth Belt Ry. 
Galveston, Houston & Henderson R. R. 
Galveston Wharves 
Georgia R. R. 
Green Bay and Western R. R. 
Kewaunee, Green Bay and Western R. R. 
Ahnapee and Western R. R. 
Gulf, Mobile and Ohio R. R. 
Huntington & Broad Top Mountain R. R. Coal Co. 
Kensas, Oklahoma & Gulf Ry. 
Lake Superior Terminal & Transfer Ry. 
Los Angeles Jct. Ry. 
Louisville & Nashville R. R. 
Midland Valley R. R. 
Minneapolis & St. Louis Ry. 

Railway Transfer Co. of City of Minneapolis 
Minneapolis, Northfield & Southern Ry. 
Minneapolis, St. Paul and Sault Ste. Marie Ry. 

Duluth, South Shore and Atlantic Ry. 

Mineral Range R. R. 

Minnesota and International 

Big Fork and International Falls Ry. 

Monongahela Ry. 

Norfolk & Portsmouth Belt 

Northern Pacific Terminal Co. of Oregon 
Ogden Union Railway & Depot Co. 
Oregon, California & Eastern Ry. 

Outer Harbor Terminal Ry. 

Pittsburgh, Chartiers & Youghiogheny Ry. 
Pittsburg & Shawmut R. R. 

Pittsburgh & West Virginia Ry. 
Pittsburg, Shawmut & Northern R. R. 
Port Terminal Railroad Assn.—Houston 
Pueblo Union Depot & Railroad Co. 
River Terminal Ry. 

Seaboard Air Line 

St. Joseph Terminal Railroad Co. 

St. Louis-San Francisco Ry. 

St. Louis-San Francisco & Texas Ry. 
Staten Island Rapid Transit Ry. 

Sioux City Terminal Ry. 
Spokane, Portland and Seattle Ry. 

Oregon Trunk Ry. 

Oregon Electric Ry. 

United Railways 
Spokane Union Station 
Tennessee Central 
Union Freight Railroad—Boston 
Union Pacific Railroad (Inc. Eastern, Central, 

Northwestern Districts) 

Union Ry. (Memphis) 

Union Terminal Co. (Dallas) 
Washington Terminal Company 

Western Pacific R. R. 

Yakima Valley Transportation Company 


Southwestern and 


Track Drivers’ Wages 


_ The possibility of a strike by approximately 250,000 truck 
drivers in the middle west was averted, November 14, when 
representative of the drivers and their employers, meeting at 
Chicago with Joseph L. Keenan, a representative of the Office 
ot Production Management, agreed to submit the dispute over 
Wages and several unsettled rules problems to the National 
Defense Mediation Board (see Traffic World, Nov. 15, p. 12¢2). 

At the conclusion of the joint meeting late that day, John 
L. Keeshin, chairman of the Central State Employers Negotiat- 
ing Committee, and J. T. O’Brien, chairman of the negotiating 
‘committee for the International Brotherhood of Teamsters and 
Chauffeurs, announced that the parties had agreed to ask for 
arbitration by the mediation board of the disputed points in 
order that transportation of defense materials vital to the 
nation’s safety would not be interrupted. They said they 
would abide by any conclusion reached by the board. 


_ Earlier last week, Mr. Keeshin had informed truckers that 
is Committee was unalterably opposed to submitting the dis- 
pute to the OPM for mediation. Robert Appel, secretary of the 
‘mployers’ negotiating committee, when asked why Mr. Keenan 
-_ been allowed to attend the final joint meeting, said the 
OPM representative had asked to attend the meeting and that 
the employers’ committee had seen no reason why he should 
hot attend as an interested party. Mr. Keeshin should receive 
‘edit for the agreement reached, Mr. Appel said. 


,_ rhe two committees agreed that the decision of the media- 
on board, when reached, would be made effective retroactive to 
‘ovember 15. It was said Mr. Keenan would convey the request 
of the parties to the mediation board. 
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Besides the dispute over wage scales, the drivers and 
employers failed to agree at earlier meetings as to whether or 
not the employers should retain the right to decide whether 
runs were turnaround, pickup or delivery, or otherwise. The 
question of vacations with pay was also left unsettled. 

The White House made public a telegram from Daniel J. 
Tobin, president of the teamsters’ union, to President Roosevelt 
advising him of the reference of the dispute to the mediation 
board. He said the international officials of the brotherhood 
had ordered this “because of the serious disturbed conditions 
confronting our nation and the world, in which are involved 
the principles of huma nrights and human liberties.” 

“The over-the-road truck drivers, if a stoppage of work 
obtained, could seriously embarrass the commerce of the middle 
western states,” said he. ‘Their average earnings are less than 
one dollar an hour and their responsibilities are enormous and 
nerve-wracking. 

“It seems to me in these disturbed days that you could 
advise the public that there are innumerable controversies be- 
tween labor and capital which are submitted by labor to 
mediation board for adjustment and settlement. This would 
not only be a statement of actual facts but it would be placing 
the stamp of approval on such procedure and giving encourage- 
ment to the hundreds of thousands of workers that believe even 
in making sacrifices in behalf of their government and in the 
interests of the free peoples of the world.” 

Replying, President Roosevelt said: 


I thank you for the telegram just received. You express to me the 
spirit of fair play and patriotism which I have always believed existed 
in the hearts and minds of American labor and unionism. What a 
fine Thanksgiving it would be for us all if leaders in other fields of 
labor would but follow your example. 


The dispute over wages and certain working rules was 
certified to the National Defense Mediation Board at Wash- 
ington, D. C., November 18, by the Department of Labor. 





DOCK WAGES AND FREIGHT RATES 


Representatives of the International Longshoremen’s Asso- 
ciation and of coastwise steamship lines called on Chairman 
Eastman Nov. 15 to talk about an increase in the rates of 
Atlantic coastwise ship lines as a method for obtaining higher 
wages for the dock laborers, members of the association. The 
steamship lines, according to the longshoremen’s story, have 
been telling the dock laborers they could not increase wages 
because they had not enough revenue out of their operations. 
It was agreed in New York that Joseph P. Ryan, president of 
the longshoremen, and John E. Craig, vice-president of the 
Clyde-Mallory Lines should lay the matter before Chairman 
Eastman. 

The chairman said he had received a call from representa- 
tives of the two interests but had nothing to say about the 
conference. 


REPRESENTATION OF EMPLOYES 


The National Mediation Board has certified that the Broth- 
erhood of Railway and Steamship Clerks, Freight Handlers, 
Express and Station Employes has been designated to represent 
the craft or class of clerical, office, station and storehouse em- 
ployes of the Atlanta and West Point Railroad Co., and the 
Western Railway of Alabama, for the purposes of the railway 
labor act; that the Brotherhood of Maintenance of Way Em- 
ployes has been designated to represent maintenance of way 
employes of the Florida East Coast; that the Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen has been designated to 
represent locomotive engineers and motormen employed by the 
Illinois Terminal Railroad Co.; and that the National Council 
Railway Patrolmen’s Unions, A. F. of L., has been designated 
to represent patrolmen (watchmen) in the police department 
of the Terminal Railroad Association of St. Louis. 


RAIL PASSENGER TRAFFIC 


Class I steam railways, exclusive of switching and terminal 
companies, for August this year, had passenger revenues of 
$29,910,455, in coaches, and $16,603,933, in parlor and sleeping 
cars, as compared with $23,500,090 and $14,277,367, respectively, 
for the same month last year, according to a Commission com- 
pilation of passenger traffic statistics of those roads, other than 
commutation, statement M-250. The roads, for August, 1941, 
carried 23,698,028 revenue passengers in coaches and 1,921,034 
in parlor and sleeping cars as against 21,247,764 and 1,618,407, 
respectively, for August, 1940. 

For the eight months ended with August, 1941, the roads 
had passenger revenues of $168,162,487, in coaches, and $139,- 
326,759, in parlor and sleeping cars, and carried revenue pas- 
sengers numbering 150,659,716, in coaches, and 16,130,225, in 
parlor and sleeping cars, as compared with $135,898,494, $112,- 
504,983, 132,238,785, and 12,782,687, respectively, for the same 
1940 period. 





N. i. T. L. Annual Meeting 


Action at Final Sessions Includes Stand in Opposition to St. Lawrence and Florida Waterway 
Projects and Recommendation for Mediation of Truck Wages—Legislative 
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Committee Reports—Keeler New Executive Committee Head 


. The National Industrial Traffic League, for the first time 
since the project was originally proposed, adopted a 
strong resolution in opposition to the St. Lawrence seaway on 
the second day of its annual meeting at the Palmer House, 


By Rosert J. BAYER 


under the transportation act of 1940, be dropped from the com. 
mittee’s docket, because the Commission in several decisions 
had shown that it interpreted the declaration of policy as being 
part of that law, and that the committee be instructed to watch 


Chicago, November 14 (see Traffic World, Nov. 15). The the possibility of the state of New Jersey taking the New York 


Florida Ship Canal was included in the resolution which ‘“con- 
demned” both projects as “economically unsound, of no value 
to the national defense, likely to divert needed men and 


lighterage case, in which the Commission had found that extra 
towage charges to New Jersey points in the Port of New York 
should be removed, to the courts and make a report of develop. 


materials from the defense effort, and harmful generally to ments. Both recommendations had the approval of the exec. 


industry, agriculture, the ports and the railroads.” 
The resolution was presented in the report of the inter- 


coastal and coastwise committee, by 
J. K. Hiltner, traffic manager, United 
States Pipe and Foundry Company, 
Burlington, N. J., chairman, with the 
approval of the executive committee. 
Mr. Hiltner said the report of the com- 
mittee, as drafted and printed, merely 
presented information on legislative 
progress of both projects and did not 
recommend action on them. Twelve 
members of his committee, however, 
insisted that the matter be put squarely 
before the league for action. He 
agreed with the twelve, he said. There 
had, heretofore, been objections that 
the matter was sectional, he said, but 
if it had ever been so, its proponents, 
by insisting on it as a national de- 
fense measure, had proved that it was 
not. He said the construction of the 
St. Lawrence seaway would affect 
every shipper in the country. 


Allen Dean, manager, traffic 
bureau, Detroit Board of Commerce, 
spoke against the resolution on its 
merits. He asked for a half hour in 
which to explain the merits of the St. 
Lawrence project, but supporters of 
the resolution said that, if he received 
that much time, they, too, would ask 
for time. Mr. Dean insisted that, if 
the league intended to pass on the St. 
Lawrence and Florida projects, it 
ought also to pass on the many other 
projects covered by the rivers and har- 
bors bill. He also protested against the 
“trick” of bringing in the St. Lawrence 
project in the intercoastal and coastal 
committee report. He insisted the 
question was in the province of the 


inland waterways committee, which had said nothing about it 
in its report. Two years ago, he said, the latter committee 
had recommended no action on the subject and its report had 
been adopted. He regretted particularly that the matter had 
been raised at the moment, he said, because of the absence 
of F. S. Keiser, Duluth, chairman of the inland waterways 
committee. He presented a substitute motion for Mr. Hilt- 
ner’s resolution, that it be stricken from the report. 

Several members of the league, from the floor, supported 
Mr. Dean’s charge that the matter was improperly before the 
meeting and that it should have been handled by the inland 
waterways committee. Others insisted that the matter was 





R. R. LUDDECKE 
New President of N. 1. T. L. 


utive committee, and were adopted. The report told of efforts 
of the committee to stop withdrawal of ships from intercoasta] 


service by the Maritime Commission, 
but said that the commission appar- 
ently did what it pleased about that 
anyway. The chairman remarked, in an 
aside, that if withdrawals continued, 
there “probably would be no use for 
this committee next year.” That matter 
was reported for information, as were 
discussions of procedure before the 
Maritime Commission, priorities for 
merchant vessels, time for the payment 
of water charges, and procedure before 
the Intercoastal. Steamship Freight 
Association. On the last mentioned, 
the report said the committee to co- 
operate with transportation executives 
had been successful in persuading the 
intercoastal lines to arrange for publi- 
cation of docket material in the Traffic 
Bulletin and the Daily Traffic World 
and that this would “be of great help” 
to shippers. The report as a whole, as 
amended, was adopted. 


Truck Labor Resolution 


_L._F. Orr, traffic manager, Pet 
Milk Company, St. Louis, Mo., pre- 
sented a resolution urging highway op- 
erators in the central states and their 
truck drivers to submit differences over 
wages to “democratic methods and 
processes” for settlement. The resolu- 
tion read as follows: 

The National Industrial Traffic League 
is advised that there has arisen serious con- 
troversy between employers and employes 
of the common and contract motor carriers 
serving the large territory roughly described 
as between the Buffalo-Pittsburgh line and 
the Missouri River, including Nebraska and 
Kansas, over wages and working conditions 


and that such controversy may be found impossible of solution by vol- 
untary agreement. 

The league urges that in the public interest and for the national 
defense it would be a great calamity if there should be any general 
strike with resulting paralysis of motor highway transportation. 

The league further urges that, in event of failure of voluntary agree 
ment, the carriers and their employes should, in patriotic spirit, sub- 
mit their differences for consideration and determination by an impartial 


board or committee, in the same democratic method and processes Ie 


political and sectional in character and ought not be acted on lution. 


by the league. Several others spoke in support of the resolu- 
tion. J. H. Donnell, manager, Tampa, Fla., Traffic Bureau, 


said he wanted the league to know that, in adopting the reso. CUSSion. 
lution condemning the Florida Canal, it was supporting the 


views of the people of Florida. Contrary to popular opinion, 
he said, they did not want that waterway. 

Mr. Dean’s substitute was lost and the recommendation 
of the committee adopted by a voice vote which appeared to 


indicate a substantial majority. 


Mr. Hiltner’s committee report included recommendations 
that the matter of the protection of water carrier interests, 


flected in the railroad labor laws. 

Resolved, that the officers of the league be and they are hereby di- 
rected to bring these matters forcefully to the attention of the repre 
sentatives of the carriers and of their employes and to take such further 
steps as may be appropriate and consistent with the spirit of this reso 


The resolution was adopted, unanimously, without dis- 


Inland Waterways Committee 


The inland waterways report was read by Mr. Dean in 
the absence of Mr. Keiser. Several matters were reported 4s 
information, but there was a specific recommendation that the 
league favor the adoption of H. R. 4729, providing, among other 
things, for government aid in the building of tugs, barges and 
shipyards on inland waterways. R. A. Ellison, Cincinnati, 
offered a substitute motion for the committee’s recommenda- 
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tion, that no action be taken by the league in the matter, and 
that motion was adopted. The report said nothing about the 
pending rivers and harbors bill. 


Legislative Report 


John B. Keeler, assistant general traffic manager, Koppers 
Company, Pittsburgh, reported as chairman of the legislative 
committee. The report discussed forwarder legislation and said, 
that, as it stood, the bill passed by the House came nearer to 
the committee’s liking than the one passed by the Senate. The 
report said, as information, that the committee would work with 
the conferees in an attempt to have the final law more nearly 
approximate the House provisions. 

The committee asked that it be instructed to press for 
complete repeal of land grant rates and that the question of 
government contract rates under section 22 of the interstate 
commerce act be continued in its hands for study. Both recom- 
mendations had the approval of the executive committee and 
were adopted. 

The committee recommended that the league withhold 
action on proposals to increase the time for filing claims for 
overcharges from two to three years until the present law had 
had a sufficient trial. It also recommended that the league 
oppose congressional action toward the equalization of freight 
rates on a territorial basis, but that “if such legislation is to be 
enacted” the league, “seek an amendment thereto making the 
principle apply to any territory in the event a lower basis is in 
effect in any other territory.” Further recommendations were 
that the league continue opposition to legislation relating to 
administrative procedure that did not specifically exempt 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, and legislation which 
would “restrict the right of competent and qualified laymen 
to appear before administrative agencies and tribunals.” The 
executive committee had approved these recommendations and 
they were adopted. 

The report dealt separately with possible commodities 
causes applying to pipe-line and motor transportation. On the 
first, the committee recommended that the league oppose meas- 
ures “to prohibit producers, refiners and marketers of petro- 
leum products from operating tankers and barges,” as further- 
ing restricting or limiting private enterprises. On the second, 
it noted that the matter was in the hands of the highway com- 
mittee. It had been acted on under the report of that commit- 
tee on the day before (see Traffic World, Nov. 15, p. 1274). 
The executive committee had approved the first recommenda- 
tion but had added to that part dealing with a motor com- 
modities clause the recommendation that the committee be 
instructed to cooperate with the highway committee and other 
interested committees in opposing such legislation. Its recom- 
mendations were adopted. 

The report asked for a discussion from the floor of the 
possibility of obtaining publication of special docket applica- 
tions of the Commission. Interested parties sometimes knew 
nothing of those applications until they had been acted on, 
although they were vitally interested in the matters handled, 
the report said. It pointed out, however, that such publication 
would place a “considerable burden” on the Commission, and 
that the applications were posted and placed on the press table 
in the Commission’s offices. It pointed out that digests of com- 
plaints filed were published in The Traffic World. A. G. T. 
Moore, traffic manager, Southern Pine Association, New 
Orleans, La., made a motion that the matter be referred to the 
committee for further study and report at the next league meet- 
ing. The motion was adopted. 

The committee reported attempts on the part of the gov- 
ernment to extend, through legislation, transit privileges to 
materials moving under land-grant rates. The executive com- 
mittee recommended that opposition to such moves should be 
handled in connection with attempts to obtain complete repeal 
of land-grant rates. Its recommendation was adopted. 

Developments in such matters as the work of the board of 
transportation investigation and research; free postage for the 
mail of men in military service; petroleum pipe line construc- 
tion and certificates of convenience and necessity in connec- 
tion therewith; the proposal to create an office of government 
Tfeports and consolidations of telegraph companies, were re- 
ported as information. 

_ The committee recommended that the league approve its 
action in obtaining amendment of H. R. 5314, extending the 
Provisions of the railway labor act to the highway carrier 
Industry, so as to exempt private motor operators. The execu- 
tive committee had amended that recommendation to make 
plain that the league was taking no position with respect to 
aby ee slation as a whole. The amended recommendation was 

ed. 

The report as a whole, as amended, was adopted. 

League Procedure 


The special committee on league procedure, C. W. Braden, 
seneral traffic manager, National Distillers’ Products Corpora- 
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tion, New York, recommended that members accepting com- 
mittee appointments recognize the need to devote time and 
work to the job; that members of the league make efforts to 
familiarize themselves with committee reports before the meet- 
ings and that committees prepare their reports sufficiently in 
advance so that they might be in the hands of the membership 
a fortnight before meetings; that the officers of the league 
“clearly restate” to the members their rights of “construc- 
tive criticism on any activity or inactivity of the league, its 
officers and its committees,” and that a new committee, to be 
called the president’s conference committee, to act with the 
president in an advisory and consulting capacity, be created. 
Its recommendations, all of which had the approval of the 
executive committee, were adopted. 

The postal service committee, S. F. Kirby, assistant gen- 
eral traffic manager, Montgomery Ward and Company, Chicago, 
chairman, reported that it had protested to the Post Office 
Department against the showing of deficits from book postage 
under fourth class mail and against making permanent the 
existing low postage rate on books. That matter, and its opin- 
ion that the proposal to extend bulk pound postage rates to 
periodicals, weighing over 8 ounces each “would not materially 
affect postal revenues,” were reported as information. On the 
matter of free postage for mail of men in military service, the 
committee recommended that the league “be represented at 
hearings on these bills and make every effort to have” provi- 
sions inserted to reimburse the Post Office Department for 
the cost by the service involved so that it would not be reflected 
in postal deficits. The recommendation had been approved by 
the executive committee and was adopted. 


Rates and Tariffs 


H. A. Hollopeter, director of traffic, Indiana State Cham- 
ber of Commerce, Indianapolis, chairman of the rate construc- 
tion and tariffs committee, reported a recommendation of the 
committee that “the league approve and advocate necessary 
provisions that will enable rail, motor and water carriers to 
establish through service with freight forwarders on the basis 
of proportional rates which may be established by the freight 
forwarders for their portion of the services as well as the other 
carriers, when consistent; this to be provided if and when the 
freight forwarders are made subject to the interstate commerce 
act.” The executive committee approved the recommendation 
and it was adopted. 

The report condemned the practice of the federal govern- 
ment of asking for bids from regulated carriers. It recom- 
mended that the league go on record as favoring the elimination 
from the law of the provisions that made the practice possible 
and that the matter be referred to the legislative committee. 
The executive committee recommended the elimination from 
the recommendation of everything except the referring of the 
matter to the legislative committee, and, as thus altered, it was 
adopted. The report as a whole, as amended, was adopted. 


In an additional and special report of the committee, there 
was a recommendation that the league approve a list of 22 
modifications in the Commission’s tariff rules sought by the 
classification simplification committee of the Association of 
American Railroads, and that the Commission be advised of 
that approval. The committee, however, was not so sure of 
the effect of another of the A. A. R. committee’s proposed 
changes, in Rule 54 (a), dealing with the cancellation of rates. 
It recommended that this be referred to the committee for con- 
sultation with league counsel and further handling. Both 
recommendations, which had the approval of the executive 
committee, were adopted. 


Bituminous Coal Committee 


Mr. Keeler reported as chairman of the special committee 
on the bituminous coal act. He said seven of the ten members 
of the committee had agreed on a recommendation, as follows: 


The majority of the committee was of the view that price fixing 
under the act did not constitute the prescription or regulation of trans- 
portation charges for these latter charges are established, prescribed 
or approved in the first instance, as the case may be, by the trans- 
portation agencies or regulatory agencies and that the taking into 
account of such rates or charges in establishing mine prices was merely 
incidental to price fixing; that although, concededly, in some instances 
consumers might have to pay higher prices for their coal than they 
would otherwise, they do not pay any higher transportation charges as 
a result of price fixing under the act. The majority of your committee 
was of the view that the League should not intervene for or against the 
amendment of the bituminous coal act or become in any way involved 
in its administration. This recommendation was made to and approved 
by the executive committee. 

It is recommended that the League approve the action of your 
committee and the executive committee. 


There was a minority report, signed by Herman Mueller, 
general manager of the Port Authority of St. Paul, Minn.; Mr. 
Keiser and Herman J. Schroeder, general traffic manager, John 
Deere Plow Company, Moline, Ill., which recommended that 
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the league work for the following amendment to the bituminous 
coal act: 


An amendment io strike the words, ‘‘transportation methods and 
charges and their effect upon a reasonable opportunity to compete on a 


fair basis,’’ from Sec. 4, Part II (b) and to add the following proviso 
will accomplish the desired purpose: ‘Provided that nothing in this 
Act shall require, authorize, or permit the fixing of f. 0. b. mine prices 


that differ, for movement to the same market by different modes of 
transportation, even though there may be wide variations in the trans- 
portation charges applicable via such different modes of transporta- 
tion.’’ 

Obviously we have no pride of authorship. No doubt the amend- 
ment can be drawn in more appropriate language by the league’s 
attorneys. However, we believe our purpose has been made clear. 
We therefore recommend that the league does not adopt the report 
submitted by the majority of this special committee and in lieu thereof 
endorse the views expressed in this minority report and instruct its 
officers and appropriate committee to seek such amendments of the 
act as will accomplish the purposes herein set forth. 


The board of directors had approved the recommendation 
of the majority, and Mr. Keeler moved its adoption. Mr. 
Mueller made a substitute motion, for the adoption of the 
minority recommendations. He said that the act, as it stood, 
was, at least indirectly, legislative rate making, against which 
the league had often acted. A. J. Christiansen, traffic man- 
ager, Northern Illinois Coal Trade Association, Chicago, said 
that, in the limiting of transportation routes by price fixing, 
coal was merely the guinea pig. If the practice worked on 
coal, he said, shippers might expect it to be applied to other 
commodities, with the result that water routes would, in effect, 
be eliminated and a railroad transportation monopoly, with 
consequent higher transportation charges, restored. 

The meeting, by vote, rejected the minority recommenda- 
tions and adopted those of the majority and the executive 
committee. 


Itinerant Merchants 


Mr. Dean, reporting for the special committee on itinerant 
merchants, discussed the relative effectiveness of state and 
federal control of such merchants. His committee had made 
five recommendations, of which the executive committee had 
recommended the elimination of the fifth and slight modifica- 
tions in two others. As they remained, and as the committee 
asked their adoption by the league, they read: 


1. That the league recognizes the existence of controversy re- 
garding the itinerant merchant. 

2. That the league find the problem is limited to specific com- 
modities. 

3. That the difficulty is one which arises more particularly from 
conimmercial than transportation conditions. 

4. That the situation is not feasible of remedy by federal legisla- 
tion, but may be treated from the commercial standpoint by state gov- 
ernments in the affected areas. 


W. G. Stone, manager, traffic department, Sacramento, 
Cal., Chamber of Commerce, submitted a minority report, mak- 
ing objections to recommendations 2, 3 and 4. He made a sub- 
stitute motion that the matter be sent back to the committee 
for further study and report at the next meeting. The sub- 
stitute motion was adopted. 


Transportation Instrumentalities 


Mr. Lacy read the report of the committee on transporta- 
tion instrumentalities and car service. It discussed at length 
the part played by shippers in the avoidance of a car shortage 
in the peak loading season of 1941, and, as printed, set forth a 
number of tables on total carloadings in the year, to October 
18; heavy loading of cars; freight car ownership, surplus and 
purchases; current bad order car records, and statistics as to 
locomotive ownership, condition and purchases. The commit- 
tee’s only recommendation was ‘that the shippers and this 
league in annual meeting assembled go on record as resolved 
to put forward additional effort to improve car capacity and 
movement, and insure the uninterrupted flow of all goods and 
materials, whatever be the defense and civilian requirements 
for such products.” With the approval of the executive com- 
mittee, the recommendation was adopted. 


Fourth Section 


The special committee on fourth section, through its chair- 
man, D. O. Moore, manager, freight traffic division, Pittsburgh 
Chamber of Commerce, reported that it had considered means 
of bringing about the repeal of the long-and-short-haul clause 
of the fourth section, advocated by the league for many years, 
but that it had come to the conclusion that “the opportune time 
to seek the introduction of further legislation had not yet 
been reached.” The report was submitted as information and 
was so accepted. 

Merchandise Traffic Committee 


A number of the matters discussed in the report of the 
special committee on merchandise traffic were referred, by 


TRAFFIC WORLD 


recommendation of the executive committee and vote of the 
meeting, to other committees. Among them was the suggestion 
that study be given to the possibility of obtaining reversion of 
current fourth class postal rates to the scale in effect before 
1932. This was sent for study to the postal service committee 
at the suggestion of W. J. Williamson, general traffic manager 
Sears Roebuck and Company, Chicago, in a minority report. 
which had the approval of the executive committee. 

The matter of support for independent express companies 
operating over highway lines was sent to the express commit- 
tee; that of adequacy of freight forwarder service to the rate 
construction and tariffs committee; on inadequacy of interline 
truck service to the highway committee, and on needed jm. 
provements in railroad merchandise service to the rate con. 
struction and tariffs committee. A recommendation of the 
executive committee that the by-laws be amended to elevate 
merchandise traffic committee from the status of a special to 
that of a standing committee, was adopted. The report as q 
whole, as amended, was adopted. 

The special committee on reorganization of executive de. 
partments of the federal government reported, through A, H, 
Schwietert, traffic director, Chicago Association of Commerce, 
chairman, that there had been no new proposed legislation on 
the subject since the last league meeting but that the con- 
mittee would continue to watch the matter. The report was 
for information only. 


Government Ownership 


Charles R. Seal, traffic director, Baltimore, Md., Association 
of Commerce, chairman of the special committee on government 
ownership, said there was “no real issue” on the subject at 
present and that it would be well for the league not to do any- 
thing that might stir the matter up. He said the league was on 
record against government ownership or operation of railroads 
and that the officers of the league had “authority to act should 
a contingency arise to change the present situation.”’ The rec- 
ommendation of the committee was that “the league take no 
public notice at this time of the question of government opera- 
tion or control as such. If any action is thought desirable, it 
should preferably take the form, not of a discussion of govern- 
ment operation, but of emphasis on the idea that, with proper 
all-around cooperation between shippers, railroads and _ the 
government, there should continue to be sufficient transporta- 
tion to meet anticipated demands.” 

There was a motion to strike all but the first sentence of 
the recommendation. It was adopted and, as so amended, the 
report was adopted. 


Traffic Professionalization 


D. W. C. Becker, director, traffic management department, 
La Salle Extension University, Chicago, chairman of the special 
committee on traffic and transportation education, said the com- 
mittee had continued its function of “watching” the possible 
formation of an American Institute of Traffic Management, in 
the light of the league’s view that, while it favored “any reason- 
able movement by traffic men to increase their knowledge,” it 
was opposed to “regulation or licensing of traffic management 
by state or federal laws.” He said the Associated Traffic Clubs 
of America, at its recent convention in Milwaukee, had voted to 
sponsor the organization of a traffic institute and to turn it over 
to industrial traffic men when it had been put on its feet. He 
emphasized the fact that the A. T. C. of A. was made up of 
both industrial and railroad traffic men and that its plan con- 
templated “abandoning” the institute to industrial men after 
it had been started. He said he believed the traffic league to 
be the “greatest existing force for the raising of ethical and 
education standards among industrial traffic men.” The re- 
port was for information only. 

Other committee reports, for information only and thus ac- 
cepted, included that of the export and import traffic commit- 
tee, presented by W. N. Armel, assistant manager, traffic 
department, International Harvester Company, Chicago, for 
A. J. Kelley, who was absent; of the passenger traffic commit- 
tee, presented by Executive Secretary Lacey for G. A. Bahler, 
general traffic manager, Caterpillar Tractor Company, Peoria, 
Ill., also absent, and the weighing committee, by M. N. Bill- 
ings, traffic manager, western district, United States Steel Cor- 
poration Subsidiaries, Chicago, chairman. 


Canadian League President Speaks 


Guy Tombs, president of the Canadian Industrial Traffic 
League, spoke. He said that the cordial relations between the 
National Industrial Traffic League and his organization were 
proof that the two countries stood “together for freedom 10 
the world and for the real brotherhood of the English speaking 
people as a nucleus of the future world order.” He suggested 
the organization of a cooperating committee by both organiza- 
tions to coordinate their work. He suggested that the league 
hold some meeting in the near future in a Canadian city. The 








Novemb 


league 
committ 


The 
yember » 
utive CO 


F. J. 
Pittsburg 
vin, Pitt: 
york; L. 
4. H. Br 
Detroit, . 
troit; H. 
Bennett, 
Townsen¢ 


The 
ing cor 
tee of 1 
meeting 


N.Y 


Me 
merce | 
Greater 
inclusio 
such lo 
ployes. 
Thornt 
chairm: 
Settgas 
chairm: 

Th 
the pet 
Ex Pal 
charge: 
part in 
include 
taken | 
the cor 
pers at 

Th 
limitin: 
ence W 

Re 
Newsp 
for the 
41 of t 
withou 
in car 
reuse 
comme 
vidual 
shorta 

Tl 
that a 
load ¢ 
doing 
have > 
troubl 


were 

invent 
respol 
accor¢ 
Defen 
of hes 
port. 

tories 
Nove 
said t 


factu: 
and o 
OPM 


Stee] 
of th 
drum 
order 
ing u 
P-76, 
to di 









WORLD 


ote of the 
suggestion 
Version of 
ect before 
-ommittee, 
Manager, 
ity report, 


companies 
SS Commit- 
O the rate 
f interline 
eeded im- 
Yate con- 
on of the 
to elevate 
special to 
port as a 


cutive de- 
ugh A, H. 
Commerce, 
islation on 

the com- 
eport was 


\ssociation 
overnment 
subject at 
to do any- 
ue was on 
F railroads 
act should 

The rec- 
e take no 
ent opera- 
sirable, it 
of govern- 
ith proper 
; and the 
ransporta- 


entence of 
ended, the 


-»partment, 
the special 
1 the com- 
e possible 
zement, in 
ny reason- 
vledge,” it 
anagement 
affic Clubs 
d voted to 
irn it over 
feet. He 

ade up of 
plan con- 
men after 
league to 

thical and 
The re- 


d thus ac- 
c commit- 
er, traffic 
icago, for 
¢ commit- 
A. Bahler, 
ly, Peoria, 
.. N. Bill- 
Steel Cor- 


ial Traffic 
tween the 
tion were 
-eedom in 
1 speaking 
suggested 
organiza- 
he league 
city. The 








committee. 


November 22, 1941 


jeague took no action on the suggestion for a cooperating 


New Executive Committee 


The newly elected board of directors met at luncheon No- 
vember 14 and elected the following to membership on the exec- 
ytive committee: 


F. J. Dowd, New York; G. F. Hichborn, New York; E. A. Jack, 
pittsburgh; W. A. Moore, New York; C. R. Seal, Baltimore; A. J. Se- 
yin, Pittsburgh; H. J. Wagner, Norfolk, Va.; L. Z. Whitbeck, New 
york; L. P. Siddons, Colorado Springs, Col.; J. W. Bingham, Chicago; 
4. H. Brown, Cleveland, O.; T. C. Burwell, Decatur, Ill.; Allen Dean, 
Detroit, Mich.; F. A. Doebber, Indianapolis, Ind.; K. A. Moore, De- 
troit; H. D. Rhodehouse, Cleveland; A. H. Schwietert, Chicago; Alonzo 
Bennett, Memphis, Tenn.; A. G. T. Moore, New Orleans, La.; F. B. 
Townsend, Minneapolis, Minn. 


These, together with officers, past presidents and stand- 
ing committee chairmen, make up the executive commit- 
ee of the league. That committee held a brief organization 
meeting and elected Mr. Keeler to its chairmanship. 


N. Y. Shippers’ Conference 
The Traffic World New York Bureau 


Meeting November 19 in the assembly rooms of the Com- 
merce and Industry Association, the Shippers’ Conference of 
Greater New York placed itself on record as favoring the 
inclusion of loading charges in road-haul truck rates even though 
such loading was not in all cases performed by carrier em- 
ployes. The action was based on a report submitted by W. L. 
Thornton, Jr., traffic manager, Port of New York Authority, 
chairman of a committee handling the matter. William R. 
Settgas, traffic manager of the American Tobacco Company, 
chairman of the conference, presided. 

There is to be a hearing in Brooklyn on December 1 on 
the petition of certain paper shippers for reconsideration of 
Ex Parte MC 20. Mr. Thornton said the question of loading 
charges was involved and that the Port Authority would take 
part in the hearing, contending that loading charges should be 
included in rates. This, he said, was the same position as that 
taken by the conference in other cases. He recommended that 
the conference support the Port Authority and the paper ship- 
pers at the hearing. 

There was a report on proposals for federal legislation 
limiting the sizes and weights of motor vehicles. The confer- 
ence went on record as opposed to such legislation. 

Robert A. Cooke, manager, traffic department, American 
Newspaper Publishers’ Association, reported on the program 
for the conservation of paper. He spoke of the revision of Rule 
41 of the Consolidated Classification as likely to conserve paper 
without unduly affecting the safe transportation of commodities 
in cartons. Some conservation might: be accomplished by the 
reuse of old containers, he said, but economy in the use of 
commercial paper might best be left to the discretion of indi- 
vidual users. He said that there apparently was no such acute 
shortage of paper as reported by OPM. 

The committee on efficient use of railroad equipment said 
that a continuation of the efforts of shippers to load and un- 
load cars promptly and to do the other things they have been 
doing to assist in the more efficient use of freight cars would 
have to continue while the emergency lasted if car service 
trouble were to be avoided. 





PETROLEUM TRANSPORTATION 


Gasoline stocks in the east coast area of the United States 
were “up” 615,000 barrels from last year, while light fuel oil 
inventories were 4,787,000 barrels larger than those of the cor- 
responding period of 1940, for the week ended November 8, 
according to the Office of Petroleum Coordinator for National 
Defense. Stocks of crude oil were 762,000 barrels less and stocks 
of heavy fuel oils, 1,336,000 barrels less, according to the re- 
port. Compared with the preceding week, east coast inven- 
tories of gasoline, light heating oils, and heavy fuel oils on 
November 8, as reported by the American Petroleum Institute, 
said the statement, were 166,000 barrels larger. 

Two orders, designed to make possible the speedy manu- 
facture of steel drums for overseas shipment of gasoline, oil, 
and other petroleum products, were issued November 17 by the 

PM priorities division, and are effective immediately. 

Under general preference order M-45, manufacturers of 
steel drums will be required to set aside a specified inventory 
of the 16 and 18 gauge hot-rolled sheet steel from which the 
drums are made. This inventory is to be used only upon specific 
order of the director of priorities. The companion order, mak- 
ing up the other half of the program, is preference rating order 
P-76, It extends a rating of A-4 to deliveries of the sheet steel 
to drum manufacturers for the purpose of replenishing the 
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original inventory. Any sheet steel acquired with its assistance 
must be held under the same conditions as the originally desig- 
nated inventory, says the division, adding: 


A manufacturer is not required to set aside more than the original 
reserve inventory, and he is not required to replace it. If he wishes 
to do so, however, he can use the preference rating extended by Pref- 
erence Rating Order P-76 to acquire the necessary stock. 

This method of assistance is extended because orders for overseas 
shipments are frequently placed on an emergency basis, often not more 
than one week before sailing dates. It is impractical to create a sub- 
stantial stockpile of finished drums, because of the large areas that 
would be required for storage. In place of this, the stockpile of the 
basic raw material is provided for. 








LIMIT ON FREIGHT CAR DESIGNS 

Limitation of orders for new freight cars to thirteen de- 
signs has been proposed by J. J. Pelley, president, Association 
of American Railroads, in a letter to members of the associa- 
tion. He has asked for authority to state to the office of Pro- 
duction Management that, during the national emergency 
declared by President Roosevelt, the future orders for cars will 
conform to the limited number specified, in connection with 
obtaining affirmative action by the OPM with respect to the 
car builders obtaining the necessary materials for freight cars 
needed by the railroads. The designs are for three types of box 
cars, one auto box car, two hopper cars, four gondola cars and 
three flat cars. 

Mr. Pelley said that by restricting the number of designs 
as proposed it was expected that the capacity of the car-build- 
ing facilities would be increased and simplification of material 
supply problems obtained. As the matter now stood, said he, 
procurement of material for new freight cars was contingent on 
acceptance by the railroads of some program of simplified prac- 
tice and a firm commitment to that effect to the OPM, said he. 

The designs were recommended in a report of the car con- 
struction committee of the A. A. R. mechanical division. The 
box cars are based on A. A. R. standard designs. The hopper 
cars are A. A. R. standard designs. The gondolas are cars that 
have been built. The flat cars follow designs already developed. 
The A. A. R. committee said car builders had advised the de- 
signs recommended did not present any difficulties in the matter 
of dies which they might be called on to make in the event of 
purchase of any of these cars. 


SOUTHERN INDUSTRIAL COUNCIL RESOLUTIONS 


The Southern States Industrial Council, at its recent annual 
meeting at New Orleans, adopted a number of resolutions rec- 
ommended by its transportation committee. The first, by 
endorsing a resolution adopted by the National Association of 
Railroad and Utility Commissioners in August (see Traffic 
World, August 30, p. 542), expressed opposition to the extension 
of federal jurisdiction over “the sizes and weights of motor 
vehicles used by common and contract carriers in interstate and 
foreign commerce”; the second reaffirmed the position of the 
council “in opposition to the St. Lawrence seaway and power 
project” as “not in the public interest” and as detracting “from 
the national defense measures so urgently needed at this time.” 
A third reaffirmed the council’s position “that out rail trans- 
portation facilities should be maintained under private owner- 
ship and control” under which they have made “an outstanding 
record of fine performance in meeting the country’s needs.” 

John U. Barr, general manager, Federal Fibre Mills, New 
Orleans, is chairman of the council’s transportation committee, 
and C. E. Widell, transportation director, Tennessee Manu- 
facturers’ Association, Nashville, is chairman of its transporta- 
tion advisory committee. 





WESTERN RESOURCES AND RAILROADS 


With few exceptions, mineral materials needed in the 
national defense program existed in ample amounts in the 
Rocky Mountain and neighboring states, there was a large 
force of unemployed men in those states, the knowledge of ways 
and means to make the minerals available was there, and the 
railroads stood ready to cooperate, said a preliminary report 
submitted by Senator O’Mahoney, of Wyoming, on behalf of 
a subcommittee of the Senate committee on public lands and 
surveys, pursuant to S. Res. 23, a resolution providing for an 
investigation with respect to the development of the mineral 
resources of the public lands of the United States. 

The report said hearings held by the subcommittee indicated 
that the west held the answer to current problems of raw ma- 
terial shortages “which threaten the stability of great segments 
of industrial activity and a dangerous increase in the cost of 
living.” It said there was needed only certain technical develop- 
ments and capital. 

“Underlying much of the discussion of the desirability of 
developing western resources was the human element and the 
humanitarian point of view,” the report said. “Representatives 
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of the railroads who testified, for example, did not primarily 
emphasize the need of western development to give more 
freight to their lines, but there was a strong note of human 
welfare to be fostered by developing self-contained communities 
in the west and offering opportunities for a way of living that 
goes beyond the weekly pay envelope in the large and con- 
gested industrial areas.” 


Coal Prices and Transport 


The bituminous coal division of the Department of the 
Interior has issued an order which will permit producers to 
pass along to the Procter and Gamble Co., Cincinnati, savings 
resulting from shipping coal part of the way to the company’s 
Ivorydale and St. Bernard plants by river barges rather than 
all the way by railroad, says the department. 


“The order will permit producers in District 8 who can 
use the Ohio River in shipping coal from their mines in West 
Virginia and Kentucky to charge the company minimum prices 
for delivery ‘free alongside’ river docks, rather than minima 
based on ‘all-rail’ shipments,” it says, adding: 


Division Director Howard A. Gray approved recommendations by 
Travis Williams, assistant chief of the trial examiners’ branch, who 
found evidence in a public hearing in the case indicated that the con- 
sumer could save approximately 29 cents per ton in transportation 
charges by using river barges instead of shipping all the way by rail. 
The company consumed approximately 159,000 tons of coal annually 
in the past. 

Aside from specifically excepted cases, the minimum ‘‘cost-floor’’ 
prices established for shipments to Cincinnati, and other areas where 
conditions are similar, provide for a delivered price parity for com- 
parable coals, regardless of whether they are shipped via ‘‘ex-river’’ or 
‘“‘all-rail,’”” as a means of preserving producers’ fair competitive oppor- 
tunities which existed prior to minimum prices. The division found that 
the ‘‘all-rail’’ shippers had moved a preponderate part of the coal into 
the Cincinnati area before minimum prices were established and that in 
general they had maintained competition with mines shipping via ‘‘ex- 
river.’’ Price schedules, however, provided for exceptions where con- 
sumers could show that they had regularly and continuously saved 
money in the past by purchasing coal shipped ‘‘ex-river’’ under such 
conditions that comparable coals shipped by other methods could not 
compete. 

In the Procter and Gamble case, the examiner found that the com- 
pany could meet requirements and be excepted because evidence in a 
hearing showed it had regularly and continuously saved money in buy- 
ing ‘‘ex-river’’ coal under such conditions that comparable “‘all-rail’’ 
coal could not compete. ... An order, temporarily granting the request 
while final decision in the case was pending, has been in effect. 


Trial Examiner W. A. Cuff has recommended that the 
bituminous coal division revise minimum prices for shipments 
of “off-line” locomotive fuel from Indiana and Illinois mines to 
several railroads in the mid-west, according to the division, 
which added: 


In general, the recommended changes would permit producers to 
reduce their minimum mine prices sufficiently to absorb certain trans- 
portation charges in selling locomotive fuel to certain railroads on whose 
lines the mines are not located. The examiner said evidence in a se- 
ries of public hearings showed the recommended revisions to be neces- 
sary to preserve producers’ fair competitive opportunities which existed 
before minimum prices were established. 

The most extensive of the recommended changes were in minimum 
mine prices for coals shipped to the Grand Trunk Western Railroad, a 
part of the Grand Trunk System. Lower minimum prices were recom- 
mended for Southern Illinois coals to permit them to be delivered on a 
price parity with Western Kentucky coals whose minimum prices were 
not changed. Reduction of approximately 10 cents per ton in minimum 
prices for Indiana coals, along with general equalization of the minimum 
prices for the Belleville, Illinois, coals with the Indiana coals, were 
recommended. 


In addition, adjustments were recommended in minimum prices for 
several individual Illinois producers for particular shipments of ‘“‘off- 
line’’ locomotive fuel to certain Mid-Western railroads. Among the 
railroads to which various of the recommended adjustments would ap- 
ply are the Alton Railroad, Chicago, Burlington and Quincy Railroad, 
Missouri Pacific Railroad, New York Central System, Pennsylvania 
Railroad, and the Wabash Railway. Minimum price reductions requested 
by certain producers were recommended for denial, including one for 
shipments to the Indiana Harbor Belt Railway, a Chicago terminal line. 


Howard A. Gray, director of the Bituminous Coal Division 
of the Department of Interior, has issued a warning to the coal 
industry that it strictly comply with railroad fuel “substitu- 
tion” regulations as a “means of assuring that ‘substitution’ 
privileges would not be used as a means of evading minimum 
prices and competing unfairly,” or he “will insist that viola- 
tions be prosecuted to the fullest extent permitted by the coal 
act.” He said investigations indicated that soft coal producers 
had been consistently abusing railroad fuel “substitution” 
regulations and that “substitutions” of locomotive fuel had been 
made in many instances where the facts did not indicate that 
they were necessary as temporary emergency measures in or- 
der to continue operation of the mines. 

The director said that in addition to prosecutions he was 
considering establishing a procedure for denying producers who 
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consistently abused regulations the privilege of making “syp. 
stitution” without obtaining prior approval from the division, 

“Regulations permit code members to substitute a higher. 
priced coal for a lower-priced coal at the minimum price 
for the lower-priced fuel in filling orders for railroad locomp. 
tive coal without obtaining division approval prior to making 
the shipment,” says the division. ‘Such ‘substitutions’ may he 
employed only as a means of relieving congested railway side. 
tracks at a mine to keep production from being shut down bhp. 
cause the tracks are blocked with loaded cars of coal which 
can not be sold immediately at the regular minimum price 
Prior to regulation, the cutting of prices in order to sell ‘dis. 
tressed’ coal to relieve congested mine railway tracks was one 
of the factors which kept coal markets demoralized and caused 
price levels to remain below cost levels.” 

_ Regulations require a application for approval of locomo. 
tive fuel “substitutions,” together with a full report, to be filed 
promptly with the division after each instance in which a “syb. 
stitution” is made. The Director said some producers had 
failed to comply with regulations concerning reports and 
warned that not only must the reports be filed promptly but 
that all of the required information must be submitted. 


FREIGHT CAR MATERIAL 


Amendment of the southern pine lumber price schedule to 
bring freight car construction materials under a ceiling and to 
make other important adjustments has been announced by 
Leon Henderson, administrator, Office of Price Administration, 
; Maximum prices established for freight car decking, sheath- 
ing, and lining are from $2 to $8 a thousand board feet below 
existing levels. 

Other changes made by the amendment, which becomes 
effective November 24, says the OPA, include: 


1. Top prices for flooring are raised for the two highest grades 
and reduced for the two lowest grades. 


2. Allowance for mixed shipments is reduced from $2 to $1 per 
thousand board feet. 


3. An addition of $3.50 per thousand board feet is allowed in the 


case of retail direct-mill shipments, accompanied by specified retail 
services. 

4. Ceiling prices of bevel siding are reduced, and those for the 
two highest grades of drop siding are adjusted to decrease the maxi- 
mum for certain patterns and to !ncrease the prices of other patterns. 

5. Permissible additions to maximum prices for planing of boards 
are lowered and those for drying are increased. 

When the Southern pine lumber schedule originally was _ issued, 
it was not considered necessary to include freight car materials since 
it was expected that the OPA ceilings for other items would serve to 
keep car material prices stable. 

This expectaiion was not realized. Moreover, manufacturers of the 
higher grades of flooring, which are under the OPA ceiling, diverted 
some of their flooring production to freight car materials. Supplies of 
high-grade flooring, already short, thus were reduced further. 

Tne OPA amendment is designed to correct this situation in two 
ways. First, by setting maximum prices for the principal types of 
freight car materials at less than current levels and, second, by increas- 
ing the ceilings for the two upper grades of flooring by $3 per thousand 
board feet. Simultaneously, the top prices for the two lowest grades 
of flooring, supplies of which are adequate, are reduced by $1 per 
thousand board feet. 


RAIL FUEL STOCKS 


On November 1, the railroads had 9,533,000 tons of coal 
stored for their own use as compared with 5,480,000 tons on 
November 1 last year, an increase of 74 per cent, according to 
the Office for Emergency Management. 

“On the basis of present daily consumption the November 
1 stock pile represents 34 days’ supply as compared to 23 
days’ supply a year ago,” says the OEM. 

“When coal mining operations were resumed early in May 
after the April stoppage, railroad fuel stocks had dwindled 
to 2,538,000 tons. The industry was then urged in view of 
probable increased traffic to build up their stock pile during 
the summer months when coal demands are consistently lowest. 
Commissioner Budd has expressed to the industry his gratifica- 
tion at the performance they have made in this respect since 
that time.” 


AVOIDING TAXES FOR SOLDIERS 


With a view to enabling soldiers traveling in day coaches 
to avoid the payment of the 5 per cent tax on transportation 
fares, the Commission has authorized G. C. Hurless, the pas- 
senger tariff publishing agent, to publish one-way and round- 
trip special coach fares for the personnel of the United States 
army and the British armed forces within the United States 
The special permission authorizes Mr. Hurless to bring al! such 
fares down to the basis of 1% cents a mile, which basis is not 
affected by the internal revenue tax on passenger transportation. 
In some instances Mr. Hurless found that his coach fares were 
1% cents or a little more a mile and that, therefore, the soldiers 
had to pay the 5 per cent tax. 
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Revenue Freight Loading 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Revenue freight loading the week ended November 15 
totaled 883,839 cars—1.2 per cent over the preceding week, 
186 per cent over the corresponding week last year, and 15.2 
per cent over the corresponding week of 1939. By groups of 
commodities, loadings were reported as follows: Grain and 
grain products, 40,297; live stock, 15,741; coal, 168,274; coke 
12.805; forest products, 43,267; ore, 57,934; merchandise, L. C. 
L., 156,278; miscellaneous 389,243. 


Pacifie Coast Delivery Time 


Shippers in the Chicago and St. Louis areas received a set- 
back in their long fight for reduction of freight transit time 
to the Pacific coast when the transcontinental railroads made 
changes in schedules lengthening the delivery time by 24 hours. 
The revised schedules were dated to go in effect at 12:01 a. m. 
November 20. 

The new schedules provide for arrival of Chicago freight 
at San Francisco and Los Angeles at 7:00 o’clock on the sixth 
evening, with delivery at 7:00 o’clock on the seventh morning, 
and for the arrival of St. Louis freight at 6:00 o’clock on the 
fifth evening and delivery at 7:00 o’clock on the sixth morning. 
This compares with schedules in effect since April, 1940, of 
sixth morning delivery for Chicago freight and fifth morning 
for St. Louis freight. The new schedules provide for seventh 
morning delivery at the north Pacific coast terminals, where 
sixth morning delivery has been in effect since April, 1940. 

The increase in transit time on westbound transcontinental 
freight is the first since early in the 1920s, when tenth morning 
delivery prevailed to the entire Pacific Coast. In 1924, that 
was reduced to eighth morning to Los Angeles and San Fran- 
cisco, though to the more northern points, such as Portland, 
Tacoma, and Seattle, the service remained at tenth morning 
until 1929. At that time the schedule was cut to eighth morning 
for the entire coast. A year later, it was cut to seventh morn- 
ing to San Francisco and Los Angeles, but the north coast 
service remained at eighth morning until 1935. The whole coast 
has been on a parity in delivery time since that date—seventh 
morning until April, 1940, and sixth morning since. In effect, 
the new lengthening of the transit time, puts the Los Angeles 
and San Francisco service back to the 1930 basis and the north 
coast service back to the 1935 basis. 

According to C. E. Johnston, chairman of the Western 
Association of Railway Executives, which early this week issued 
the notice of the change to traffic executives of the western 
railroads, together with the suggestion that they notify their 
shippers, the lengthening in running time is necessary in order 
to permit the railroads to run trains of full tonnage. There was 
some misgiving in 1940, when the sixth morning delivery was 
put in, as to whether the railroads could maintain those fast 
schedules, he said. They have since, in his words, been “running 
the wheels off their trains,” and have had to cut the number 
of cars in the trains in order to maintain those schedules. 


He pointed out that, eastbound, seventh morning delivery 
to Chicago, and sixth to St. Louis, from the Pacific Coast, was 
the prevailing schedule. The day’s difference in the eastbound 
and westbound schedules introduced operating complications, 
he said. The railroads desired to revert to the seventh morning 
delivery westbound to ease some of the operating tension, he 
added, and to afford more flexibility in operation. 


Shippers, generally, did not become aware of the intended 
lengthening of schedules until November 18, less than 48 hours 
before they were to go in effect. There were numerous pro- 
tests, it was said, in addition to some objections from north 
Pacific coast terminal lines, which insisted that the sixth morn- 
ing delivery could be maintained. In response to those objec- 
tions, the schedules were withdrawn temporarily, over the night 
of November 18-19, but Mr. Johnston said, the morning of 
November 19, that they had been reinstated and that they would 
80 in effect at 12:01 on the following morning. 


_ The notification sent to Mr. Johnston by the railroad execu- 
lives said that existing schedules of third day delivery to Den- 
ver and fourth day to Salt Lake City would be maintained 
Generally, there would be a lengthening of transit time to other 
Intermediate points proportionate to that to the coast. 
Shippers in Chicago raised the question as to what effect 
the addition of a day in transit to transcontinental freight 
Would have on the intensive campaign of the last several months 
‘o have shippers load cars more heavily and to load and unload 
i more promptly in order to increase the efficiency of their 
Objections were also raised to the statement that the six- 
day sch: dule meant running lighter trains and “running wheels 
off cars.” It was pointed out that the Pacific Coast delivery 
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time has, for years, been a matter of agreement among the 
competing railroads and that, in the nature of things, the 
faster and more direct routes had to accommodate their sched- 
ules to the slower and more circuitous routes if parity of deliv- 
ery was to be maintained. Even under the six-day delivery, 
it was said, the direct routes frequently held cars at coast 
yards for periods as long as 24 hours in order not to effect 
delivery earlier than the sixth morning. 

There was also speculation as to whether or not the rail- 
road connecting with the transcontinental lines at the Missouri 
River might not have had something to do with the one-day 
lengthening of the delivery time. It was recalled that, some 
months ago, the Union Pacific adopted the practice of hauling 
its westbound trains out of Omaha promptly, without waiting 
for connections from the east that might be late. This practice, 
it was suggested, may have caused the lines connecting at 
Omaha to insist on the extra day so that cars that missed the 
connection on one day could still make scheduled seventh 
morning delivery at the coast. 

A. H. Schwtert, traffic director, Chicago Association of 
Commerce, wrote a letter to traffic executives of the western 
railroads, November 19, asking for details as to the reasons 
for the lengthening of the transcontinental schedule. In the 
letter he said that, if it were absolutely necessary that Chicago 
freight destined to the Pacific Coast be delayed a day in the 
interest of national defense, his association would probably 
accept the decision of the railroad traffic men, at least for the 
duration of the emergency, but what he wanted to know, he 
said, was whether that was the fact or whether the move had 
been made on the insistence of one or more of the more cir- 
cuitous railroads that were finding difficulty in maintaining the 
six-day schedule. 

He said he expected to lay the replies of the rail exec- 
utives before the association’s traffic committee for considera- 
tion. That committee, he pointed out, set. the association’s 
policy in transportation matters. The matter would also be 
laid before the association’s industrial traffic council, he said, 
either at its next regular meeting, December 11, or at a special 
meeting, should developments dictate the calling of one before 
that date. 


Short Routing Empty Cars 


“In the interest of maximum efficient use of the available 
car supply and economy of operation, it is important that empty 
mileage involved in the relocation of freight cars to owners be 
maintained at the lowest practicable level,’ says Chairman 
Kendall, of the A. A. R. car service division, in a letter to 
all railroads. 

Chairman Kendall said the present was an appropriate 
time to take this situation under control. 

“Not only is the fullest available service of cars required 
to meet loading demands but the ratio of cars on home lines 
is abnormally low,” said he, adding, in part: 


A cornerstone principle of a good short routing plan is the rule that 
no car shall be moved in a direction away from its home line to follow 
a home route. With proper exceptions to take care of cars unserviceable 
for loading, this regulation would 1. Require some intelligent work tc 
find suitable home or home route loading, or 2. A willingness to hold 
cars under per diem for short route information from owner; 3. Ne- 
cessitate a comprehensive system of short route outlets; 4. Involve close 
supervision over empty car handling to insure compliance. 

For some time the members of the committee on car service of the 
operating-transportation division have been debating the merits of a 
proposed rule that would make such action mandatory. It is their opin- 
ion that a mandatory rule would introduce complications that would 
make its enforcement difficult; also, that a preferable course is to ask 
the energetic cooperation of all railroads to enlarge on, improve and 
more vigilantly enforce present short routing plans and agreements. 

This circular, therefore, is issued at their request. It will be ap- 
preciated if you will take time to acknowledge this letter and describe 
just what your present short routing arrangements are, how extensively 
employed and what, in your opinion, can be done to make this program 
more effective. 

In this connection, an ideal situation exists in the territory covered 
by the Southwest Short Route plan in that there are no individual equal- 
izations to get out of balance; all mileage performed is charged to the 
plan, not to the road requesting the service, and equalization is ac- 
complished between any one road and the group as a whole. Thus 
there is never an obstructed outlet due to unbalanced mileage accounts. 
In our opinion the principles underlying this plan have proved their 
merit and deserve further study for application elsewhere. 


ROLLING STOCK ADDITIONS 


“Class I railroads installed 64,680 new freight cars in serv- 
ice in the first 10 months of 1941,” according to the Association 
of American Railroads. “New freight cars put in service in 
the same period last year totaled 54,791. 

“Of the total number of new freight cars installed in the 
10 months period this year, there were 34,128 box, 26,412 coal, 
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1,583 flat, 1,853 refrigerator, 123 stock and 581 miscellaneous 
cars. 

“New locomotives installed in service in the first 10 months 
of 1941 totaled 493, of which 117 were steam and 376 electric 
and Diesel. Installed in the first 10 months last year were 320 
new locomotives, of which 84 were steam and 236 electric and 
Diesel. 

“Class I railroads on November 1, this year, had 80,504 
new freight cars on order, compared with 27,459 on the same 
day last year. 

“New freight cars on order on November 1, this year in- 
cluded 53,452 box, 22,169 coal, 326 stock, 2,059 flat, 1,730 re- 
frigerator and 768 miscellaneous. 

“They also had 611 new locomotives on order on November 
1, this year, of which 284 were steam and 327 electric and 
Diesel. New locomotives on order on November 1, last year, 
soe 196, pyhich included 131 steam and 65 electric and 

iese].”’ 1 


G Yo TRANSPORTATION BOARD APPOINTEE 


The transportation board has announced the appointment 
of Dr. Burton N. Behling as director of its study of public 
aids to carriers. 

Dr. Behling is a graduate of Lawrence College in Wiscon- 
sin and did his advanced work in economics at the University 
of Illinois, where he received the degree of master of arts 
in 1929 and that of doctor of philosophy in 1931. From 1931 
to 1939 he was a member of the teaching faculty in economics 
at the University of Illinois. Since February, 1939, he has 
been an economic and statistical analyst with the Commission’s 
Bureau of Statistics. 

In addition to contributions to various economic journals, 
his principal publications include “Competition and Monopoly 
in Public Utility Industries,” published by the University of 
Illinois Press in 1938, and “Railroad Coordination and Con- 
solidation—A Review of Estimated Economies,” published by 
the Commission in 1940. He is also a contributor to the trans- 
portation study recently completed by the National Resources 
Planning Board, which has not yet been released. 


Vv 


FREIGHT COMMODITY STATISTICS 


Tons of revenue freight originated and terminated, in car- 
loads, by Class I steam railways, for the second quarter this 
year, totaled 287,946,191 and 275,778,691, respectively, accord- 
ing to a Commission compilation, statement Q-550. As to for- 
warder traffic, the roads originated 809,257 tons of revenue 
freight and terminated 857,762 tons, in carloads. Tons of rev- 
enue freight originated and terminated in carloads, respec- 
tively, for the second quarter, by groups of commodities follow: 

Products of agriculture, 21,216,910 and 22,739,016; animals 
and products, 3,933,420 and 4,031,034; products of mines, 159,- 
696,314 and 142,744,740; products of forests, 17,139,799 and 
18,596,741; and manufactures and miscellaneous, 85,959,748 
and 87,667,160. 


NON-METAL CONTAINER PREFERENCE 


In a move to facilitate the operations of the cooperage and 
wooden container industries, and also to lend assistance to the 
production of paperboard containers, the OPM priorities divi- 
sion has issued preference rating order P-79, extending to manu- 
facturers in these fields priority assistance in obtaining the 
necessary hardware, including wire and nails, sawes, knives, 
and other tools. 

Makers of all types of wooden barrels and kegs, and con- 
tainers made from sawed lumber, veneer or plywood, and of 
paperboard containers, are included within the terms of the 
new order, which became effective Nov. 14. It is believed 
that this assistance will greatly stimulate the substitution of 
these forms of packages for metal containers, and effect a 
considerable saving in the amounts of critical materials cur- 
rently consumed in packaging, says the division. 

A rating of A-5 is assigned to the deliveries of ferrous 
material, defined in the order as “any products made prin- 
cipally from iron or steel,” except wire, to delivery of which 
an A-8 rating is applicable. 


PRICES FOR “RAILROAD SPECIALTIES” 


Prices for carbon and low-alloy steel castings, including 
“railroad specialties,” are prevented from going above ap- 
proximately current levels, through the issuance of a price 
schedule by Leon Henderson, administrator, Office of Price Ad- 
ministration, according to an OPA announcement. “Railroad 
specialties,” according to OPA, include side-frames, bolsters, 
yokes and couplers, used in the running gear of railroad freight 
and passenger cars. 
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Rivers-Harbors Congress 


Calls for Study of Proposal to Abolish Commission’; 
Jurisdiction Over Water Carrier Rates—Asks 
More Widespread Use of Ports in Defense 
and Lend-Lease Shipping—Rivers and 
Harbors Bill Fails of Full Approval 


By Joseru C. ScHELEEN, Staff Correspondent at Miami, Fla. 


e As the special session of the National Rivers and Harbors 

Congress ended November 14 (see Traffic World, Nov. 15). 

the delegates adopted several resolutions that were mainly non. 

controversial in character as well as others that had been added 

to those prepared by the resolutions committee after debate jn 
an open hearing held by the committee earlier in the day. 

The hearing resulted in the addition of a resolution calling 
for immediate appointment by President Dewey Short of a 
special committee of five to study the interstate commerce act 
with a view to amending it so as to remove from the Con- 
mission its present authority over the port to port rates, fares 
and charges of water carriers operating in interstate, domestic, 
or foreign commerce on the inland waterways, the coastwise 
and intercoastal traffic of the United States, or on the Great 
Lakes and their connections. The committee is to report at the 
next annual meeting of the Rivers and Harbor Congress. The 
resolution met no opposition. 

Other outgrowths of the committee hearing included a 
resolution asking the cooperation of labor and capital “to the 
end that we may show a united front in the crisis now con- 
fronting us,” and a recommendation, in connection with a “na- 
tional defense” resolution, that the use of ports, particularly 
with respect to the shipment of lend-lease and defense ma- 
terials, be distributed ‘tas widely as practicable among the 
numerous adequate and available ports of the country.” 

The latter recommendation was the result of a declaration by 
John F. Fitzgerald, former mayor of Boston, Mass., that, accord- 
ing to Department of Commerce statistics, the port of New 
York in 1940 handled 92 per cent of the export traffic moving 
through Maine, Massachusetts, New York, Philadelphia, Balti- 
more and Norfolk. In 1940, he said, New York’s export business 
amounted to $1,945,000,000 out of a total of $2,106,000,000 for 
all the aforesaid outlets, and for the first half of 1941, he added, 
New York received $1,096,000,000 of a total volume of $1,568, 
000,000 of export business for the points designated. He urged 
widespread distribution of the export business, saying Boston 
had received only 0.6 per cent of it. C. D. Hogue, chairman of 
the Wilmington, N. C., port commission, spoke in support of 
Mr. Fitzgerald’s contention, while spokesmen for the Port of 
New York Authority said their port had the advantage of 
better facilities and that if other ports could offer the facilities 
they could get the business. 


Railroads Criticized 


The move to exempt water carrier rates from regulation by 
the Commission was instigated by F. S. Keiser, president of the 
Port Authority of Duluth, Minn. He maintained that water 
carrier rates had been subjected to regulation because of 
agitation by the railroads. 


“They licked us when Congress enacted the transportation 
act of 1940,” said Mr. Keiser, “but that doesn’t mean that we're 
going to stay licked. None of the water carriers has ever been 
guilty of rebates. They don’t need policemen.” 


James H. Sinclair, of Miami, chairman of the resolutions 
committee, took the position that railroad rates in many ID- 
stances were excessive and that adjustment of water rates to 
rail rate levels would mean aggravation of a situation which 
shippers in his district found burdensome. Mr. Keiser said a 
like situation prevailed in his own state and that doing away 
with regulation of water carrier rates would result in lower 
rail rates. 

In discussion of a proposal that the congress express firm 
opposition to strikes by organized labor groups, several raised 
the objection that the situation was one requiring adroit and 
cautious treatment as far as they themselves were concerned. 


Clash on Omnibus Bill Evaded 


In view of evidence that sentiment among the delegates 
was divided as to the merits of such projects as the St. Law- 
rence Waterway and the Florida Ship Canal, the resolutions 
committee phrased the recommendation with respect to the 
rivers and harbors bill now pending in Congress in such way 
as to dodge approval of the bill in its entirety. It did so by use 
of the word “contains” instead of the word “authorizes” in the 
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resolution on post-war public works, approved by the conven- 
tion, as follows: 


We urge that Congress and the public recognize that the pending 
river and harbor bill not only contains works that have a vital defense 
yajue but also provides a backlog of worthy public works that will 
pe ready for initiation to absorb the labor that later will be released 
after the emergency. The President gave emphasis to this point at 
4 recent press conference and also stressed that the pending bill was 
an authorization, not an appropriation, a difference that he felt was 
not generally understood. In cooperation with the President we recom- 
mend that these facts be given full recognition by Congress when 
acting upon projects contained in the pending river and harbor legis- 


lation. 


The convention expressed concurrence in the suggestion 
of the President with respect to the creation of a reservoir of 
public works projects for the post-emergency period, adding 
that the pending rivers and harbors bill contained “scores of 
meritorious projects” from which such a reservoir could be 
formulated. Another resolution expressed consciousness of 
“the wisdom of the President’s recommendation that non-essen- 
tial expenditures should be avoided, but recommended that 
adequate funds be made available to continue “projects bene- 
ficial to the defense program” as well as maintenance of com- 
pleted projects. 

“The maximum economy in the prosecution of waterway 
improvements,” it said, “will be attained by maintaining a 
steady rate of adequate appropriations, since varying appro- 
priations cause alternate cessations and reinitiations of building 
activities with consequent inefficiencies. Increased production 
in connection with the defense program increases the demand 
for and uses of water transportation facilities, and the funds 
necessary to fulfill requirements should be made available.” 

Embodied in the resolutions adopted was a recommenda- 
tion that priority preference ratings be given for “the relatively 
small amount of supplies and materials required for flood con- 
trol and navigation work for which funds have been provided 
with approval of the President, the Congress, and the Budget.” 
Observing that increasing use of the nation’s waterways was 
being made as industry was keyed up to maximum production, 
the convention asked Congress to give full consideration to 
“this added value of waterways” when acting on legislation 
and appropriations for waterway improvements at this time. 
One resolution opposed creation or extension of “regional or 
valley authorities,” and others dealt with flood control, hydro- 
electric power, soil conservation and irrigation. 


Speakers at Final Session 


Before adopting the resolutions, the delegates heard short 
addresses by Carl J. Baer, director of the Port Authority of 
St. Petersburg, Fla., speaking on “Florida West Coast Water- 
ways;” J. Hampton Moore, of Philadelphia, Pa., president of 
the Atlantic Deeper Waterways Association, on “Completion 
of the Atlantic Intracoastal Waterway,” largely a review of 
the proceedings of the association’s 1941 convention (see Traffic 
World, No. 15); J. Spencer Smith, of Tenafly, N. J., presi- 
dent of the American Shore and Beach Preservation Associa- 
tion, on “Why Beach Preservation Is Helpful to Navigation,” 
a discussion dealing with stimulation of tourist traffic; Earle S. 
Warner, chairman of the New York State Flood Control Com- 
mission, on “The New York State Flood Control Program’; 
and Clifford H. Stone, director of the Colorado Water Conser- 
vation Board, on “‘ Water Development Program in the West.” 
An address prepared by J. F. Marias, president of the Board 
of State Harbor Commissioners of California and of the Cali- 
fornia Association of Port Authorities, on “Our Ports’ Role in 
the Post-War Rehabilitation,” was read. Former Congress- 
man Frank R. Reid, of Aurora, IIl., presided at this session. 

Mr. Baer predicted that Florida west coast ports would 
assume increasing importance in the future, in view of the 
agricultural growth of the state, the proximity of the ports to 
the West Indies, the Panama Canal and the Latin-American 
markets, their proximity to large producing and consuming 
areas of the Mississippi Valley and to the Texas-Louisiana oil 
fields, and the fact that the United States was building “the 
largest merchant fleet in the world.” He said the only missing 
inland route link in the entire Gulf intracoastal canal was be- 
tween the Anclote River and St. Marks, Fla. 


Port Efficiency Plan Offered 


_. In the address he had prepared, Mr. Marias said he an- 
Ucipated tremendous foreign trade for the United States after 
the present emergency. He urged cooperation of ports and 
ship lines in keeping this nation in the running with respect to 
such trade, saying that ports, harbor facilities, railroads and 
ships must function as a unit. Port competition, he said, 
should be limited to the pleasant civic pride variety, as such 
Competition in actuality was costly. He contended the greatest 
national economic weakness was in the field of distribution. 
Continuing, he said: 
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We have overproduction greatly because of maldistribution. One 
of the causes of maldistribution could easily be the building of too 
many so-called ports. I am a sincere believer in the development of 
major ports in port districls and the building of minor ports as con- 
tributors to the major facilities but not as competitors, and there is a 
very big difference. Another phase of this problem is that we have 
suddenly jumped from an era of using small tonnage vessels and low 
speed large vessels to a merchant marine era of using vessels that are 
both large and fast. If speed and size mean anything at all as an 
advantage to our American merchant marine, they mean that time 
must not be wasted in ports by requiring the ships to pick up cargoes 
at a number of terminals or docks in the same port district or area. 
It is equally uneconomical, if one considers a ship a floating ware- 
house, to move the huge warehouse to pick up the small parcels when 
the small parcels of freight should be moved to the warehouse, mean- 
ing the ship. 

If our new fast and large cargo carriers are required by an un- 
balanced and costly and inefficient distribution system to waste valuable 
time in moving about to several terminals and smaller port develop- 
ments within the same harbor area, we actually put these ocean car- 
riers in competition with river and bay light draft boats and barges. . . 
Army enginecrs were credited with the statement that ‘‘barge and light 
draft craft were still the cheapest form of transport’. . . Then why 
not develop ‘‘the cheapest form of transport’’ in the interest of econom- 
ical distribution? Why send our big and costly operated ocean craft 
in competition with flat bottom river craft? 


The figure of “$1,000,000” in The Traffic World, Nov. 15, p. 
1285, stated as the estimated cost of the projects in the rivers 
and harbors bill, should have been “$1,000,000,000.” 





Water Carriers Hire Holzborn 


As a step in an effort on their part to create an organiza- 
tion of Atlantic coastwise and inland water carriers to be a 
contact point between such carriers and the government, the 
leaders in the Atlantic Coastwise and Inland Water Carriers 
Association have made Ernst R. Holzborn, assistant director of 
the Commission’s Bureau of Water Carriers, the executive vice- 
president of that body. He has resigned his government place, 
which he took last January when it was created, effective Dec. 
10. His office is to be in Washington, D. C. 

The association, which is to bring together coastwise and 
interior carriers, has been in process of organization since last 
summer. Chester H. Sanders, of Scarsdale, N. Y., is president 
and Robert C. Smith of Brooklyn, N. Y., is secretary. 

One purpose of the association is to establish a tariff pub- 
lishing office and thereby bring about uniformity and compact- 
ness in the publication of tariffs. Necessarily, a feature of the 
tariff work, is expected to be the establishment of rates knitting 
the interior carriers and those on the Atlantic coast more closely 
than possible with each undertaking to deal with its tariff 
structure. 

But, possibly more important than the tariff work, is ex- 
pected to be the contact work in Washington, carried on by the 
association, which, to an extent, is to resemble that done for 
the railroads by the Association of American Railroads. That 
is, the association is to do for the members such work as 
otherwise would have to be done by the dispatch of men from 
the home office of each carrier. In the matter of the publica- 
tion of rates the charter specifies a routine similar to that of 
older organizations; that is, for the submission of rate proposals 
to committees for recommendation. The right is specifically 
reserved to the association to ask for the suspension of tariffs 
filed by a carrier or carriers, taking “independent action,” not- 
withstanding disapproval by the association committee that 
considered the rates. 

CONTROL OF EXPORTS 

The Economic Defense Board, Office of Export Control, has 
issued petroleum informational sheet No. 2, announcing modifi- 
cation of export licensing control in respect to shipment of 
low-grade petroleum products, extending to the Atlantic ports 
of the United States the same regulations as those in effect 
at the Gulf and west coast ports. 

“Relaxation of this control permits resumption of exporta- 
tion of certain petroleum products from Atlantic coast ports 
to countries to which such shipments had been discontinued 
during the recent oil emergency in the eastern states,” it said. 

“Uniform general licenses are now in effect, replacing 
special general licenses GEG and GEH, and making applicable 
to all points of export the regulations governing exportation 
of petroleum products and tetraethyl lead to countries of ap- 
proved destination. In effect this modification of control means 
that Atlantic coast exporters may now also ship to the Nether- 
lands Indies, Free China, the Belgian Congo, Free France, 
Canada, Newfoundland, Iceland, and Great Britain and North- 
ern Ireland, as well as to the other American Republics. 

“Shippers must continue to furnish affidavits certifying 
that certain petroleum products included in their export pro- 
posals do not meet aviation grade specifications. High grade 
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petroleum products are permitted as heretofore to be exported 
under general license only to Canada, Great Britain and 
Northern Ireland, Newfoundland, Iceland, and the Philippine 
Islands.” 

Broad general license provisions applicable to exports from 
the United States to Iceland under General License G-62 have 
been extended to Greenland under General License G-61, ac- 
cording to the Economic Defense Board, Office of Export Con- 
trol. 


M. C. Shipbuilding Program 


The keels for virtually one-fourth of the 312 Liberty ships 
under construction have been laid, according to the Maritime 
Commission’s progress construction report. With the laying 
of 21 keels in October, which equaled the high record of Sep- 
tember, this made a total of 76 laid in the six months since last 
April 30—the date of the first keel laying. 

There were four Liberty ship launchings as compared with 
three for September, making a total of seven up to this time. 
Three of these ships are scheduled for delivery in November, 
making an elapsed time of six months from keel laying to 
completion. This compares favorably to the ten to twelve 
months required for constructing a similar type ship in the 
last war, says the commission. 

The October progress report also showed 12 Liberty ves- 
sels in the 50 to 75 per cent completion stage, or eight more 
than previously reported, and 27 in the 25 to 50 per cent cate- 
gory, with a gain of 15 ships over the preceding month. 

Of the standard type ships six were delivered in October 
and four others launched with records standing at 57 deliveries 
and 51 launchings for ten months of this year as compared with 
41 deliveries and 54 launchings for the full 12 months of 1940. 
Another 18 ships are between 75 and 100 per cent completed 
of which six will be delivered during November. 

Allocations of six additional Liberty ships to American 
steamship operators for use in the interests of national defense 
were announced. 

The Patrick Henry, one of the first Liberty ships launched 
on September 27 at the Bethlehem-Fairfield yard, Baltimore, 
the Thomas Paine, being built by the California Shipbuilding 
Corporation, Los Angeles, and the John Barry, under construc- 
tion by the Oregon Shipbuilding Company, Portland, Ore., will 
be chartered by the Lykes Bros. Steamship Co., Inc., New 
Orleans. 

The Isthmian Steamship Company, New York City, will 
charter the Benjamin Franklin, to be delivered by the Cali- 
fornia Shipbuilding Corporation, and the William Clark, being 
built by the Oregon Shipbuilding Corporation. 

The Robert Gray will also be delivered by the Portland 
yard for charter by the Waterman Steamship Agency, Ltd., 
New York City. 


M. C. CONTRACTS DISTRIBUTION 


The Maritime Commission has announced that, in line with 
a policy of “farming out” defense contracts to aid small manu- 
facturers, it is receiving machinery and equipment for its emer- 
gency ship construction program from approximately 450 
concerns, located in 32 states. It said that by agreement with 
prime contractors, it assures possible sub-contractors emer- 
gency orders whenever practical, “thus expediting the delivery 
of necessary machinery and equipment.” 


TRAINING OF SEAMEN BY M. C. 


To meet the “ever-increasing” demand for capable seamen, 
the Maritime Commission has announced plans for the addi- 
tion of four ships to its existing six-ship training fleet. It said 
the intensified training program was designed to produce more 
than 15,000 trained seamen in 1942 and 1943, to fill skilled 
positions in the deck, engine and steward’s departments. 

To bring the training fleet up to 10 vessels, the commission 
said it was acquiring the Alleghany and the Berkshire, owned 
by the Merchants & Miners Line of Baltimore; the City of 
Chattanooga, owned by the Ocean Steamship Co. of Savannah, 
and one “Liberty” ship, now under construction for the com- 
mission. 

_— four ships will be placed in training service early in 
1942. 

The commission’s other training vessels are the sister ships 
American Sailor and American Seaman, the Empire State, the 
square-rigged sailing ships Joseph Conrad and Tusitala and the 
auxiliary schooner Vema. 

The commission maintains four shore training stations 
where enrollees spend the first two months of their six months’ 
training course. The remaing four months are spent on one 
of the training ships. These stations are at Hoffman Island, 
N. Y.; St. Petersburg, Fla.; Port Hueneme, Calif.; and Gallup 
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Island, Boston, Mass. The last named station specializes jp 
training radio operators and cooks and stewards. 

The commission said 1,969 new seamen were in training 
now with a substantial increase in enrollment scheduled wher, 
the four additional training ships were placed in service, anq 
that a total of 1,014 new seamen had completed the prescribeq 
training course. 


CARMODY APPOINTED TO M. C. 


John M. Carmody, administrator of the Federal Works 
Agency, was nominated November 19 by President Rooseye}; 
to be a member of the Maritime Commission. There has been , 
vacancy on the commission since former member John J. Demp. 
sey became Under Secretary of the Interior. Mr. Carmody js 
a former member of the National Labor Relations Board ang 
administrator of the Rural Electrification Administration, Hp 
recently asked the President to be relieved of the responsibilities 
in connection with the works agency because he had been a¢- 
vised to slow up in his work. 

The nomination is credited to the state of New York. Mr. 
Carmody formerly lived in Elmira, N. Y. He was born in 
Towanda, Pa. He was production manager in the garment 
industry from 1914 to 1923, served as vice-president of the 
Davis Coal and Coke Company, and was editor of Coal Age and 
of Factory and Industrial Management. 


FOREIGN VESSEL CLEARANCES 

The Bureau of Marine Inspection and Navigation, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, has effected changes in regulations per- 
taining to clearances of foreign vessels, including rescission of 
certain sections dealing with filing of vessel statements, denial 
of clearance to belligerent states for American vessels, combat 
areas, and armed American vessels. 

A section pertaining to belligerent vessels carrying Ameri- 
can citizens as passengers is amended to read as follows: 


Foreign vessels. (a) Final clearance shall not be granted to any 
foreign vessel (watercraft or aircraft) wherever bound, until the master 
has filed with the collector a list of all of the members of the crew 
of the vessel, together with the nationality of each member, which 
list shall be sworn to by the master. (b) No clearance shall be granted 
to any vessel (watercraft or aircraft) of a belligerent state while hay- 
ing on board any citizen of the United States, whether as a passenger 
or member of the crew, except in accordance with the rules and regu- 
lations prescribed under authority of the neutrality act of 1939. 


Definitions of the terms “vessel (watercraft or aircraft),” 
“belligerent state’ and “citizen” also have been amended. 


CUSTOMS BROKERS AND LEND-LEASE SHIPMENTS 


Questions in the minds of export and import freight for- 
warders in the Chicago area about the effect of H. R. 6001, 
the Oliver bill to amend the defense ship transportation priority 
law, have caused the appointment by the Chicago Freight For- 
warders’ and Customs Brokers’ Association of a committee to 
study the matter. The bill would amend the law to empower 
the Maritime Commission to license brokers to handle lease- 
lend material in the period of the emergency. 

The association in May of this year took a position in 
opposition to the legislation, but new questions have brought 
about the appointment of J. A. Lansing, D. C. Andrews and 
Company, and F. C. Pfister, Universal Carloading and Dis- 
tributing Company, as a committee to go into the matter 
further. It is expected that the committee will call a meeting 
to ascertain the views of the brokers in the area. 

Views on the bill are pretty definitely divided between 4 
group that sees it as providing for the handling of lease-lend 
material by domestic brokers and, thus, according them the 
accustomed revenue of % of 1 per cent on steamship charges, 
on the one hand, and another group, that fears the legislation 
might be the opening wedge for more general regulation of 
customs brokers by the Marifime Commission; on the other. 


NEUTRALITY ACT REVISION 
President Roosevelt, November 17, signed H. J. Res. 237, 
revising the neutrality act to permit arming of Americai 
merchant vessels and to allow American merchant vessels 10 
proceed into ports of belligerents and through combat zones. 


DANGEROUS CARGO REGULATIONS 


Acting Secretary Taylor, of the Commerce Department, 
has issued an order exempting armed merchant passengel- 
carrying vessels of the United States from certain provisions 
of regulations previously issued, with respect to transportation, 
storage, stowage or use on board of “such high explosives as 
are necessary for such armament.” By another order, he has 
prescribed amended regulations governing the use of explo- 
sives or other dangerous articles on board cargo vessels of the 
United States, authorized to be armed. 
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Traffie Lesson No. 34 


Thirty-Fourth of a Series of Fifty-Two Articles on the Fundamentals of Freight Traffic by 
G. Lloyd Wilson—Inland Water Transportation and Rates 


Inland waterways of the United States were extensively 
® used early in American history, particularly in the terri- 
tories served by the rivers flowing into the Atlantic Ocean, 
the Mississippi, Ohio, and Missouri rivers and their tributaries, 
and later the navigable rivers flowing into the Pacific Ocean. 
The coastal rivers served as extensions of the ocean transporta- 
tio routes rather than as parts of the inland waterway system. 
Throughout American history these rivers have constituted im- 
portant arteries for steamboat commerce, as well as providing 
channels to the sea for ocean-going vessels. 

In addition to the natural inland waterways, the rivers and 
lakes, numerous artificial canals have been constructed, con- 


the Constitution of the United States then in vogue. Under 
this interpretation, the federal government did not possess the 
right, under the powers specifically delegated to it by the Con- 
stitution, to carry on or directly assist improvement projects 
within the states. Later, when the liberal constructionists came 
into control of the government, direct and indirect aids were 
granted to the improvement projects of state governments and 
of private corporations. 


Mississippi River and Its Tributaries 


The Mississippi River and its tributaries, particularly the 
Ohio River, for many years furnished a system of waterways 
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sisting of portage or connecting canals between navigable bodies 
of natural waterway, and long-distance transport canals that 
have served as carriers of merchandise and passengers and are 
now used principally for bulk freight traffic. 

In the late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries, the 
attention of the people of the United States was absorbed by 
inland waterway development projects. They flourished despite 
the opposition of Atlantic seaboard cities because of the threat 
of these projects to the political and economic supremacy of the 
north Atlantic seaboard states. 

_ Lack of capital, engineering difficulties, and physical con- 
ditions of the rivers caused many of these projects to languish. 
Several canals were built in the last decade of the eighteenth 
and the first decade of the nineteenth century. 

Greater impetus was given to inland waterway projects by 
the rapid settlement of the middle west after 1800 and by the 

allatin report in 1808, advocating a comprehensive system of 
ighways, inland natural waterways, and canals. 

“ Federal government participation in internal improvements 
within the states was impeded by the strict interpretation of 





that supported a large commerce and provided the only prac- 
ticable means of transportation in the central section of the 
country. Long ago pirogues, flat-boats, keel boats, rafts, arks, 
and other crude craft propelled by oars or poles were used in 
this service. These craft were often broken up and the lumber 
sold at the destination ports on the lower Mississippi or the 
craft were laboriously polled or pulled up-stream. Later steam- 
boats were used on the Mississippi, Ohio, Missouri, and other 
of the larger rivers comprising the inland river system. A large 
traffic in freight and passengers between river ports soon was 
developed and Pittsburgh, Cincinnati, Louisville, St. Louis, 
Memphis, Natchez, New Orleans, and scores of smaller cities 
became important river ports and concentration and distribu- 
tion centers for river traffic. 

Large packet boats with side or rear paddle wheels and 
shallow draft were built for the river trades to carry passen- 
gers, freight, or both between thriving river ports. 

The growth of the railroads along the Ohio, Mississippi, and 
Missouri valleys caused keen competition between the railroads 
and the water lines. Large quantities of freight traffic have 
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continued to move by packet-boats and later by tow-boats and 
barges owned and operated by private river transportation com- 
panies, by industrial concerns, or by the government operated 
and independent barge lines, down to the present on some of 
the inland waterways, but the traffic on the inland waterways 
generally diminished. 

Canals 


Canals, with which the natural inland waterways and the 
Great Lakes formed the arteries of inland transportation prior 
to the advent of the railroads, suffered a period of eclipse after 
the secure establishment of the railroads. The most important 
canal, the Erie Canal, was begun in 1817 and opened in 1825. 
This great canal extended from Albany, New York, on the Hud- 


Table No. 1 


LENGTHS OF NAVIGABLE WATERWAYS OF THE UNITED 
STATES ACCORDING TO NAVIGABLE DEPTH AND 
WATERWAY SYSTEM 


-————_Length of Miles of Waterways————_, 
6Ft.and 9Ft.and 12 Ft. 
under under and 
9 Ft. 12 Ft. Over 
Atlantic Coast ...... 2,470 1,026 539 1,799 
Mississippi Valley .. 5,368 2,668 3,811 226 
Gulf Coast h 610 637 24 
Intra-coastal Water- 
ways — 898 975 
Pacific Coast 256 97 222 
Others (Miscl.) 539 ae ee 


Under 6 
Feet 


Total 
Mileage 
5,834 
12,073 
4,000 


Total 


2,308 
1,378 
799 





5,099 3,246 


5,982 
The above figures exclude Great Lakes systems. 


26,392 


son River, to Buffalo, New York, on Lake Erie, and connected 
the natural waterways of the Atlantic seaboard with the Great 
Lakes. It supported a large commerce in passengers, agricul- 
tural products, and manufactured goods moving between points 
in New York state on the Erie Canal and the numerous feeder 
canals and natural waterways connecting with it, and a heavy 
through traffic between the Atlantic seaboard’s industrial sec- 
tion and the upper Mississippi valley and Great Lakes basin 
agricultural areas. 

Work was begun in 1905 to reconstruct the Erie Canal into 
a new inland waterway, the New York State Barge Canal, with 
a minimum depth of 12 feet, a surface width of 123 feet, and a 
bottom width of 75 feet, sufficiently large to accommodate self- 
propelled or towed barges of 1,500 tons capacity. The route of 
the New York State Barge Canal differs somewhat from the 
route of the original Erie Canal. The principal change has 
been in the abandonment or failure to improve the branches. 
The present canal system from New York to Buffalo, via the 
New York State Barge Canal system, is 505 miles, while the 
distance between New York and Oswego is 338 miles. 


Present Inland Waterway System 


The present system of inland waterways, exclusive of the 
Great Lakes, consists of 26,392 miles of waterways, of which 
12,065 miles have a navigable depth of less than 6 feet; 5,099 
miles with depths between 6 feet and 9 feet; 5,982 miles with 
depths of between 9 and 12 feet; and 3,246 miles with depths 
of 12 feet and over. These waterways may be divided into six 
geographical systems as shown in Table No. 1. A map giving 
the location of the inland and intercoastal waterways of the 
United States is also shown. 


inland Waterway Traffic 


The total volume of freight traffic transported on all inland 
waterways is estimated at nearly 30,000,000,000 ton-miles for 
the year 1939, excluding Great Lakes traffic. The division of 
traffic among the inland waterway systems according to ton- 
miles transported is shown in Table No. 2.’ 

A large percentage of inland waterway traffic consists of 
bulk traffic in solid cargo lots, including such commodities as 
coal, coke, iron ore, lumber, pulpwood, grain, oil, sand, stone, 
gravel, phosphate, fertilizers, sulphur, and iron and steel. In 
some cases logs, poles, and other forest products are floated or 
rafted downstream. 

Package freight, which makes up the remainder of inland 
waterway freight, is general merchandise cargo of miscellaneous 
character. 

Types of Carriers 


The transportation of freight on inland waterways is con- 
ducted by several types of business organizations; by indi- 





?Annual Report, Chief of Engineers, War Department, Commercial 
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viduals or companies that own and operate vessels in irreguylay 
contract or “tramp” service; by steamship lines engaged jp 
common carrier service; by industrial companies that operate 
steamships, barges, or other craft for the transportation of thei; 
own cargoes; by lumber companies, which raft or float their 
own forest products; by the governmentally-owned and oper. 
ated Inland Waterways Corporation; and by privately owneg 
and operated barge companies. 


Inland Waterway Rates 


Generally, the solid cargo-lot rates of inland water carriers 
used by contract carriers engaged in these services are made 
on the basis of contractual agreements entered into by the cop. 
tract carriers and the shippers or owners of the cargo. The 
minimum rates of interstate contract inland water carriers are 
since 1940, subject to regulation by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

The rates of the common carriers engaged in inland watey 
transportation have been the subject of much litigation ever 
since the establishment of the barge line service on the Missis- 
sippi and Warrior River systems in 1918. The general prip- 
ciples governing joint railroad-and-barge rates on the basis of 
differentials below the all-rail rates between the same points 
of origin and destination, provided the degree of circuity of the 
rail-barge routes was not excessive compared with the all-rail 
routes, were indicated by the Interstate Commerce Commission 
in U. S. War Department et al. vs. A. and S. R. Co. et al. in 
1923. In 1927, in Inland Waterways Corp. vs. C. G. W. R. Co. 
et al., the Commission found through rates and joint barge-rai] 
and rail-barge-rail between points in Minnesota and North 
Dakota and points in Western Trunk Line and Central Freight 
Association territories desirable in the public interest and pre- 
scribed the basis of rates and the divisions of the rates among 
the barge line and rail carriers. The rail-barge-rail rates were 
established on the basis of subtracting from the all-rail rates 
differentials of 15 per cent of the all-rail rates.° 

The port-to-port barge rates and barge-rail or rail-barge 
rates including only one rail haul and often on a lower differ. 
ential basis than the rail-barge-rail rates, though it is impos- 
sible to state accurately that any fixed relationship exists in 
all cases. 

In Ex Parte No. 96, Ex Parte 98, and Ex Parte 99, the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission considered in the original cases 
and supplemental reports the questions of the establishment of 
joint rail and barge routes; the all-rail, barge-rail, and rail- 
barge-rail rate relationships; and divisions between the car- 
riers.‘ In its fifth supplemental report in Ex Parte 96, it granted 
to the Inland Waterways Corporation a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity authorizing operation of barge line 
service on the Illinois River, and ordered designated railroad 


Table No. 2 


INLAND WATERWAY SYSTEMS 
Traffic 

In Ton-Miles 
Mississippi-Ohio River system 12,369,098,000 
eR TEE TN so os w'vis: Kunis wwe ae Oan chro weeds 1,922,925,000 
Gulf Coast Rivers 593,335,000 
I I sw we kab ab B Olen Smee bie 1, 208,871,000 
Canals and connecting channels, except Great Lakes. 3,834,698,000 
Other Waterways 8,572,000 


29, 937,499,000 





carriers to join in the establishment of joint through routes and 
joint class and commodity rates subject to limitations prescribed 
by the Commission’s formula. No barge line-rail route was 
found necessary to be established when the shortest all-rail dis- 
tance via the railroad lines from point of origin to point of 
destination through the point of interchange with the barge line 
exceeds by more than 40 per cent the shortest all-rail distance 
via the lines of the rail carriers between the point of origin and 
destination, or exceeds by more than 3314 per cent the shortest! 
all-rail distance via any rail carrier between the point of origin 
or destination; nor where the shortest all-rail distance between 
the inland point of origin or destination, as the case may be, 
and the port of interchange exceeds 75 per cent of the shortest 
all-rail distance between the point of origin and destinat:on; 


2(77 I. C. C. 317), 1923, see also (92 I. C. C. 528), 1924. 

(129 I. C. C. 521), 1927. 

*Ex Parte No. 96 (153 I. C. C. 129), 1929; (156 I. C. C. 141), 1929 
(161 I. C. C. 207), 1930; (163 I. C. C. 716), 1930; (167 I. C. C. 385), 1930; 
(172 I. C. C. 525), 1931; (174 I. C. C. 477), 1931; Ex Parte No. 98 (156 I, 
C. C. 724), 1929; and Ex Parte No. 99 (167 I. C. C. 41), 1930; (171 1. c 
C. 37), 1930; and (178 I. C. C. 224), 1931. 
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nor where the sum of the shortest all-rail distance from the 
point of origin to the port of interchange with the barge line 
plus the shortest all-rail distance from the port of interchange 
where the shipment is delivered by the barge line to the rail 
carrier to the point of destination exceeds 66% per cent of the 
shortest all-rail distance between the points of origin and desti- 
nation. No barge-rail or rail-barge-rail route need be estab- 
lished except over the shortest working route—the shortest 
route regularly used for the transportation of freight in general 
_between the inland point of origin or destination, as the case 
may be, and the port of interchange over which the lowest cor- 
responding rate between such points applies. No joint barge- 
rail or rail-barge-rail routes need be established if the barge 
line and the interested rail carriers agree that it should not be 
established.° 

Differentials of 10 per cent or 20 per cent below the all- 
rail rates Were prescribed by the Commission. The amount of 
the differential varied with relative distances via the all-rail 
routes aS compared with the rail-barge and rail-barge-rail 
routes.” Divisions between the rail and inland water carriers 
have been prescribed by the Commission, usually on a rate- 
pro-rate basis, dividing the rates into factors and distributing 
the factors among the carriers according to the rates of the 
carriers parties to the joint routes and through rates. 

Appropriate arrangements are made for the addition or 
absorption of terminal and interchange services such as switch- 
ing, drayage, lighterage, or other services at points of origin, 
destination and interchange ports, according to the provisions 
of the carriers’ tariffs.’ 

A somewhat different formula for establishing joint routes 
and rates via rail and inland waterway carriers has been used 
by the Commission in other cases.* 

In determining through routes via rail and inland water 
carriers, origin and destination groups may be used, if the 
parties agree. In such cases distances are figured to or from 
central points in the groups.° 

The Commission, in further consideration of barge line 
rates in 1933, required that the prescribed differentials of barge- 
rail and rail-barge-rail rates under the prevailing all-rail rates 
were to be maintained despite changes in the levels of the all- 
rail rates.” 

The joint rail and barge line routes and rates ordered by 
the Commission in the American Barge Line Company applica- 
tion case were taken by the railroad carriers to the courts and 
reached the Supreme Court in United States et al. vs. Illinois 
Central R. Co. et al." In its decision in this case, the Supreme 
Court held that it was not essential, under the due process of 
law clause of the Constitution, that a hearing should be accorded 
in advance of initiating the order. It was held to be enough 
that opportunity for a full and fair hearing be given before the 
order became operative. Since no rail-barge routes or rates 
were in existence when the Commission’s order was made, its 
order constituted the preliminary step toward the establish- 
ment of such rates and routes, equivalent, in essence, to an 
ex parte order on the carriers to show cause why the designated 
routes and rates should not be established. 


The effect of that order was simply to put upon the rail carriers 
the necessity, within a comparatively brief period, of either availing 
themselves of the right to file the routes and rates and appear and be 
heard in opposition thereto—the operation of the order in the mean- 
pa a held in abeyance, or of suffering them to go into effect by 
efault,? 


_ Following this decision of the United States Supreme Court 
in the Illinois Central case the Commission ordered investiga- 
ions of rail and barge line rates on investigation and suspen- 
Sion dockets. 

Many all-rail rates were reduced to meet inland water 
competition and many such rates were permitted to be estab- 
lished by the rail carriers despite opposition. Joint rail-barge- 
rail routes and rates are now published or prescribed to or 
from points in twenty-two states stretching from the Atlantic 
seaboard to the Rocky Mountains via barge line services operat- 
ing between the Twin Cities and New Orleans, in addition to 
the joint rail-barge-intercoastal water routes and rates dis- 
cussed in Article No. 33. In 1940, as much as 62 per cent of 





-,, =X Parte No. 96, Fifth S lemental 5 

co : upplemental Report (172 I. C. C. 525, 
*Tbid., p. 530. 

1981, See Ex Parte No. 96, Sixth Supplemental Report (174 I. C. C. 477), 

‘Ex Parte No. 99 (167 I. C. C. 41), 1930; (171 I. C. C. 37), 1930; 


= I. C. C, 224), 1931; (182 I. C. C. 512), 1932; and (183 I. C. C. 503), 


19, 


1933, Ex Parte No. 96, Seventh Supplemental Report (192 I. C. C. 663), 


», (192 I. C. C. 173), 1933. 
a (182 I. C. C. 521), 1932; and (291 U. S. 457), 1934. 
"(291 U. S. 457), 1934. 
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the traffic handled by individual common carrier barge line 
carriers on the Mississippi River was interline traffic, which 
originated or was destined beyond river ports.” 


Federal Barge Line Service 


In the period of the World War, inland water transporta- 
tion service on the Mississippi River and the Warrior, Black 
Warrior, and Tombigbee rivers in Alabama was developed by 
the federal government. Funds were allotted for the new de- 
velopment of inland waterways equipment by the United States 
Shipping Board, and the Council of National Defense developed 
plans for the more efficient use of inland waterways to aid in 
the movement of the greatly increased freight traffic. Power- 
ful tow-boats capable of towing or pushing a number of barges, 
and improved barges were built to replace the obsolete river 
steamboats and single tows. At present, tows of six or more 
barges containing 12,000 tons of cargo are not uncommon. 
Channels were improved and terminal facilities were con- 
structed or improved. 

In 1918 the Committee on Inland Waterways was organized 
by the U. S. Railroad Administration. This organization, 
through the Director General of Railroads, took over inland 
water transportation facilities on the Mississippi and Warrior 
and on the New York State Barge Canal system for war time 
operation through the Division of Inland Waterways of the 
United States Railroad Administration. In 1920, after the con- 
clusion of the World War, the Mississippi and Warrior River 
operations were assigned by act of congress to the Inland and 
Coastwise Water Service of the War Department. The trans- 
portation act of 1920 directed the water transportation facilities 
acquired by the government during the federal control period to 
be transferred to the Secretary of War for operation. This 
act also directed the Secretary of War to construct and con- 
tract for terminal facilities used in the interchange of inland 
waterway traffic; to investigate the appropriate types of boats 
suitable for different classes of inland waterways; to investigate 
the status of the inland waterways to determine whether the 
waterways were being utilized to the extent of their capacity 
and to meet the demands of traffic; to learn whether the inland 
waterways were interchanging traffic with railroads; and to 
investigate other matters that might tend to promote and en- 
courage inland water transportation. 


Inland Waterway Policy—Transportation Act, 1920 


The general policy of Congress was stated in the trans- 
portation act of 1920 to be ‘“‘to promote, encourage, and develop 
water transportation, service, and facilities in connection with 
the commerce of the United States, and to foster and preserve 
in full vigor both rail and water transportation.” * 

Between 1920 and 1924, the Inland and Coastwise Water- 
ways Service of the War Department continued the operations 
of the governmental barge services on the Mississippi and War- 
rior rivers. 


In 1924, Congress passed the act creating the Inland Water- 
ways Corporation to undertake the operation of the government- 
owned barge service to the point where it could be transferred 
to private operation to the best advantage of the government. 
The purpose of the organization of the Inland Waterways Cor- 
poration was stated in the incorporating act to be to provide for 
a thorough test of the economic value of inland waterway 
transportation to shippers and to demonstrate that private capi- 
tal could find profitable employment in this field, so that the 
organization could be ultimately turned over to private owner- 
ship and operation. All of the capital stock of the Inland Water- 
ways Corporation is owned and in the hands of the government. 

The statement of investment and net worth as of December 
31, 1940, shows a total investment of $24,262,802.52, including 
$1,899,959.13 corporate surplus. 


The Inland Waterways Corporation was transferred from 
the War Department to the Department of Commerce, effec- 
tive July 1, 1939. It is now operated under the control of the 
Secretary of Commerce as governor of the corporation. The 
active management of the corporation is placed in the hands 
of a chairman of the advisory board—president named by the 
Secretary of Commerce. The corporation has its principal offi- 
cers in St. Louis, and other offices in the major cities served. 

The operation of the Inland Waterways Corporation is di- 
vided into several divisions of districts: 1, the Lower Missis- 
sippi River District, between New Orleans and St. Louis; 2, 
the Upper Mississippi River District, operating between St. 
Louis and St. Paul and Minneapolis; 3, the Illinois River Dis- 
trict between St. Louis and Chicago; 4, the Missouri River Dis- 
trict between St. Louis and Kansas City, Kansas; 5, the Warrior 
River Division between New Orleans, and Mobile, and Port 


13 Mississippi Valley Association, Our Waterways—Facts and Com- 
ments, Fourth Edition, October, 1941, p. 5. 
144Transportation Act, 1920; Section 500. 
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Birmingham, including a short-line railroad, the Warrior River 
Terminal Company, connecting Port Birmingham and Bir- 
mingham. 

The commodities transported by the Inland Waterways 
Corporation differ in the various districts or divisions consti- 
tuting the system. Bulk commodities constitute a large per- 
centage of the traffic in each division, while merchandise traffic 
makes up the balance. Bulk traffic includes coal, coke, grain, 
ores, sulphur, ammonia, slag and stone. 

For 1940, traffic on the several divisions of the Inland 
Waterways Corporation service between bulk traffic and mer- 
chandise freight was as follows: 


Bulk Total 
Traffic, Merchandise Traffic, 
Districts or Divisions Tons Traffic, Tons Tons 
1. Lower Mississippi River District .423,724 1,166,051 1,589,775 
2. Upper Mississippi River District ..400,150 100,596 500,746 
3. Bilimolie River DAstrict 2... occ ccvcee 162,021 251,614 413,635 
4. Missouri River District ............ 43,588 21,469 65,588 
5. Warrior River Division, between 
Port Birmingham and New Orleans .118,372 264,598 382,970 
6. Between Port Birmingham and Ens- 
re ch kaekes. i &eniewe 587,146 


The accounts of the Inland Waterways Corporation for the 
year 1940 showed a deficit from operations of $273,725.40, and 
for 1939, a deficit of $299,949.51, as have other years in the past. 
In 1940, the consolidated operating revenues were $7,668,055.25 
producing a deficit of $225,972.18. Other income and deductions 
from gross income increased the loss to $273,725.40.” 


Inland Water Policy—Transportation Act, 1940 


The Wheeler-Lea transportation act, 1940, stated the na- 
tional transportation policy of Congress to be to provide fair 
and impartial regulation of all modes of transportation subject 
to the interstate commerce act, so administered as to recognize 
and preserve the inherent advantages of each type. Water car- 
riers were brought under the interstate commerce act, Part III, 
including inland waterway transportation carriers. Water com- 
mon carriers subject to the act are now required to establish 
and maintain reasonable classifications, rates, and regulations 
and to establish reasonable through routes with other water 
carriers and railroads. Joint routes and rates may be estab- 
lished by water carriers with motor carriers. In the case of 
all joint route and rate arrangements, reasonable and equitable 
divisions of the rates that do not prejudice or prefer any carrier 
must be established, and reasonable differentials must be main- 
tained between all-rail and joint rail and water rates and 
charges. 

The carriers by water are obliged to afford facilities for 
the interchange of traffic and refrain from discriminating un- 
fairly among connecting carriers. Water common carriers are 
required to publish, post, and file their tariffs of rates and 
charges. Contract carriers are required to establish and ob- 
serve reasonable schedules of minimum rates and charges and 
to publish, post, and file these schedules of minimum rates with 
the Commission as common carriers are required to do with 
respect to their tariffs of actual charges. 


Rule of Rate Making 


In prescribing just and reasonable rates and charges appli- 
cable via the services of common carriers by water the Com- 
mission, as the federal regulatory body having jurisdiction, is 
directed by the interstate commerce act, as amended by the 
Wheeler-Lea transportation act, to give due consideration, 
among other factors, to: 


1. The effect of rates upon the movement of traffic, or ‘‘what the 
traffic will bear’’; 

2. the need, in the public interest, of adequate and efficient trans- 
portation service at the lowest consistent with the furnishing of the 
service; and 

3. the need of revenues sufficient to enable the water carriers under 
honest, economical and efficient management, to provide such service, 





4% Inland Waterways Corporation, Annual Report, Calendar Year, 
1940, Exhibit 7, p. 18-19. 
146 Interstate Commerce Act, Part III, Section 307 (f). 


MOTOR FUEL FOR HIGHWAYS 


Motor fuel for highway use totaled 22,000,000,000 gallons 
in 1940 and for non-highway purposes 2,000,000,000 gallons, 
according to state reports compiled by the Public Roads Ad- 
ministration, Acting Federal Works Administrator John N. Edy 
announced November 18. The highway use total was an in- 
crease of 6 per cent over 1939, and the non-highway use, an 
increase of 11 per cent. 

According to the state reports, the non-highway gasoline 
was used principally in agriculture, with industrial and com- 
mercial usage ranking second and aviation third. Private and 
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commercial use of motor fuel on the highways accounted for 
21,418,000,000 gallons. State, county, and municipal highway 
use totaled 391,000,000 gallons. The gallonage for federal uge 
on the highways amounted to 193,000,000 gallons. 

States with a reported highway usage of more than a billion 
gallons are California, Illinois, Michigan, New York, Ohio 
Pennsylvania, and Texas. 

By months, highway use of motor fuel exceeded two billion 
gallons in June and August, and was more than 1,900,000,009 
in May, July, September and October. The February total of 
1,400,000,000 gallons was the smallest for the year. The Jap. 
uary total was 1,500,000,000 and the March total, 1,700,000,009, 

The monthly consumption figures by states showed similar 
variations, except for Florida. In Florida the month of greatest 
consumption on the highways was December with 37,000,000 
gallons. The January and February totals were each 35,000,000 
with March slightly higher. Consumption in Florida declined jn 
the summer to a low of 26,000,000 gallons in September. 


U. S. AID FOR MEXICAN HIGHWAYS 


Jesse Jones, Federal Loan Administrator, and Eduardo 
Suarez, Secretary of the Treasury of Mexico, November 19, 
announced that an agreement had been reached covering the 
establishment of credits by the Export-Import Bank up to but 
not in excess of $30,000,000 to aid Mexico in constructing and 
developing its national system of roads and highways, including 
sections of the Inter-American Highway from Mexico City to 
the border of Guatemala and from Nogales to Guadalajara. The 
credit will be made available in installments of not exceeding 
$10,000,000 a year over a three-year period. Advances under 
the credit will be evidenced by the direct obligations of Nacional] 
Financiera, S. A., unconditionally guaranteed as to payment by 
the Government of Mexico. These obligations will be addi- 
tionally secured by highway bonds payable from the proceeds 
of the Mexican Federal tax on consumption of gasoline. 

Dr. Suarez and Mr. Jones said that the system of national 
highways in Mexico now being developed serve not only as a 
medium of travel for the increasing number of citizens of the 
United States who visit Mexico on pleasure and business but 
constituted a vital link in hemisphere defense. 

Antonio E. de los Monteros, director general of Nacional 
Financiera, S. A., and Warren Lee Pierson, president of Export- 
Import Bank, executed a contract setting forth the detailed 
terms and conditions of the highway credit. 

Mr. Jones also stated that the Export-Import Bank would 
consider applications in reasonable amounts for financing other 
productive projects in Mexico in participation with the Mexican 
government or Mexican banks. 

Nacional Financiera, S. A., Mexico City, D. F., is a govern- 
ment controlled bank which acts as fiscal and paying agent for 


the government of Mexico in connection with bonds issued by 
Mexico. 


CHICAGO TRUCK DIVISIONS 


An all-day joint meeting of two committees, representing 
respectively road-haul truckers and suburban operators in the 
Chicago area, appointed to formulate recommendations for an 
agreement covering divisions of rates between the two groups 
(see Traffic World, Nov. 15, p. 1296), came to an end late 
November 19 without anything like an agreement being reached. 
The joint committees adopted a resolution asking for the dis- 
missal of the committees because of their failure to find a com- 
mon ground for the settlement of the dispute, and instructing 
Chester G. Moore, neutral chairman, to send a letter to all the 
operators interested telling them of the failure of the confer- 
ence. Further action will have to be taken by the operators 
in general meeting, and it was expected that both groups would 
arrange for such meetings, separately, within the next week. 


PARTS FOR BUSSES AND TRUCKS 

Action was taken by the Central Motor Transportation 
Committee, Nov. 18, for the creation of a better situation with 
regard to parts for trucks and busses and to obtain a better 
priority rating by the OPM for supplies needed to carry 
out the injunction, “keep ’em rolling.” 

The committee authorized a nation-wide investigation as 
to the situation with regard to parts for trucks and _ busses 
which is to be kept current by means of monthly reports. 
The investigation is to be made by the sixteen regional com- 
mittees set up by the central committee when the industry was 
organized to meet the emergency. 

As to the priority rating situation the committee adopted 
a resolution recommending to the OPM that the priority rat- 
ing on materials for automotive maintenance, repair and op- 
erating supplies be raised from A-10 to A-3, and that no dis- 
tinction be made in the provisions for the materials and supplies 
between private and for-hire carriers. This recommendation an 
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the investigation are deemed as dove-tailing into each other. 
The priority action was taken on account of some indications 
that those responsible for maintenance and repair were having 
difficulties in obtaining supplies because of the low rating. 

Investigation by the sixteen regional committees repre- 
senting the central committee was determined on because it 
was felt that inquiry among actual operators of trucks and 
busses would disclose the trend, that is, as to whether the 
situation as to parts was becoming “tight,” as some had al- 
leged, and at the same time to think what could be done if 
it was. The information gathered by the regional committees 
is to be used as advice for the government agencies dealing 
with the matter. Forms on which the regional committees 
are to make their reports are being prepared in the office of 
Secretary H. H. Kelly. 

Rough draft copies of what is described as the Primer for 
Preventive Maintenance were distributed among the mem- 
bers of the committee and they are to be sent to the regional 
committes for suggestions before final adoption and printing. 


MOTOR ORDERS STAYED 


The Commission, by division 5, has stayed until its further 
order the recommended orders made in the following motor 
carrier cases: 

MC 8354, Sub. No. 1, John R. Gillis. 


BOWES COMPLIMENTS TRUCKERS 


Edward Bowes, conductor of the nationally broadcast Major 
Bowes Amateur Hour, paid tribute to the trucking industry on 
one of his programs recently. He said highway carriers adhered 
to their slogan—safety, dispatch, courtesy—and that they had 
given all-out cooperation in national defense while efficiently 
handling commercial transportation. 


MOTOR ORDERS EFFECTIVE 
The following recommended orders have become effective 
as shown: 
MC 75566, Sheridan & Duncan, Inc., common carrier application, 
Nov. 6, 


CHEVROLET SERVICE MEETINGS 


A series of eight regional conferences of Chevrolet service 
men and dealers, will end at Oakland, Cal., December 8. They 
began at Flint, Mich., November 10. The conferences are stress- 
ing the maintenance aspect of automotive sales and service be- 
cause durability and dependability are considered the most 
important factors in the immediate future in the field. The 
conferences are being held under the direction of Ed Hedner, 
Chevrolet director of service, assisted by H. M. Page, manager 
of the company’s military service department, and E. L. Harrig 
and C. M. Davenport, assistant service managers. 


TRUCK FREIGHT CLAIM ASSOCIATION 


The Southwestern Motor Carriers’ Claim Association, or- 
ganized to work out methods of handling loss and damage 
claims, to formulate rules for the distribution of claim payments 
among the motor carriers in the district, and to expedite claim 
handling, decided, at its recent meeting at Paris, Tex., to extend 
an invitation to claim department employes of member and non- 
member truck lines to attend the next meeting of the group, to 
be held at Waco, Tex., January 17 and 18, 1942. The following 
Officers were elected: 


Chairman, Sam Meadors, Johnson Motor Lines, Fort Worth, Texas; 
first vice-chairman, Joe Esrly, Northeast Texas Motor Lines, Paris; 
second vice-president, Frank Lanotte, Dalby Motor Freight Lines, 
Lubbock, Texas; secretary, Mrs. D. Myers, Red Ball Motor Lines, 
Dallas, Texas; treasurer, G. W. James, Red Arrow Freight Lines, 
Houston, Texas. 


BUS AND TRUCK INVENTORY 


The War Department has announced that as of Nov. 17 
replies had been received from owners of more than a million 
and a half of the estimated five million trucks and busses in 
the United States, in connection with the national bus and truck 
‘ventory being conducted by the highway advisory committee 
to the department for detailed information from those owners 
on their vehicles. The replies are sent from each state to 
Philadelphia for tabulation by the WPA. 





HIGHWAY EMERGENCY BILL 
_ President Roosevelt indicated at his press conference No- 
vember 18 he was in a dilemma with respect to S. 1840, the bill 
passed by Congress authorizing appropriations totaling $220,- 
000 for improvements in the nation’s highways and bridges 
'o meet defense needs. The President said the defense highway 


1357 







improvements were needed but he did not think there should 
also be provision for the normal federal aid for highways. 

In discussing the matter the President also questioned the 
constitutionality of Congress and the President approving legis- 
lation committing a later Congress to making appropriations 
for highways. He said that that had been going on for a long 
time in connection with the federal-aid highway program. 

Secretary of the Treasury Morgenthau, testifying before 
the joint congressional committee on reduction of non-defense 
expenditures, reflected the President’s views by urging a reduc- 
tion in expenditures on highway projects not essential to de- 
fense. He urged Congress to rescind its authorization of $139,- 
000,000 for highways in the fiscal year 1943. 


President Roosevelt announced at his press conference 
November 21 that he had signed the highway bills. He said 
the only reason he had done so was to get money needed for 
defense highways and he reiterated his views as to not spending 
money on other highways. 


MOTOR PRODUCTION AND DEFENSE 


Passenger automobile production in February, 1942, will 
be restricted to 43.9 per cent of the output in the same month 
of 1941, according to Leon Henderson, director of the division 
of civilian supply, OPM. 

This 56.1 per cent reduction may be made greater as the 
result of increasing demands for steel and other critical ma- 
terials for national defense, Mr. Henderson emphasized. There 
was no guarantee that sufficient materials will be available to 
meet maximum production allowance in any consumers’ dur- 
able goods field, he said. 

Announcement of February production plans was made 
after a meeting of government officials with the passenger car 
sub-committee of the automotive defense industry advisory 
committee. 

Production in February, this year, was 396,521 cars. Max- 
imum output next February would be 174,122 cars, it was said. 


Rail Abandonments 


Since the effective date of the transportation act of 1920 
to October 31, 1941, the Commission has authorized abandon- 
ment or discontinuance of operation by railroads of trackage 
totaling 25,840 miles, according to data in the possession of the 
Commission. This results in an annual average, for the period 
mentioned, of more than 1,200 miles. 

For the period from Nov. 1, 1940, to Oct. 31, 1941, the fiscal 
period used by the Commission in making its annual report to 
Congress, the Commission received 139 applications from rail- 
roads for abandonment of trackage involving 2,318 miles, and 
granted 111 certificates authorizing abandonment of a total of 
1,938 miles. For the preceding period, Nov. 1, 1939, to Oct. 
31, 1940, it received 115 applications for abandonments involv- 
ing 1,781 miles and granted 124 certificates totaling 1,919 miles. 
The fact that the number of certificates franted and the mile- 
age involved for the Nov. 1, 1939, to Oct. 31, 1940, period ex- 
ceeded the number of applications received and mileage in con- 
nection therewith, is the result of the “carry-over” from pre- 
vious year or years. 

In September of this year 16 applications to abandon track- 
age were filed with the Commission, involving 253 miles, in 
October, 19, involving 223 miles, and in November, up to the 
nineteenth, 9, involving 103 miles. 

In the last several years, as indicated, the mileage author- 
ized to be abandoned has greatly exceeded the yearly average 
based on the period from the effective date of the transporta- 
tion act of 1920 to Oct. 31, 1941. 

It is believed that the railroads are now applying to the 
Commission, judging from the number of applications re- 
ceived in recent months, for authority to abandon and dis- 
mantle trackage which they apparently deemed useless in the 
past so far as operation thereover was concerned and which 
has lain idle, because of the higher market value for scrap iron 
and steel, brought about by the demand in the present emer- 
gency. Heretofore, the market value was too low to “pay” 
the railroads to salvage the scrap, in a great many instances, 
it is understood. 


FRISCO’S “SMOKELESS” ST. LOUIS MOVIE 


The Frisco Railway has produced and is showing to business 
and social groups in St. Louis, a motion picture, “All Clear,” 
dramatizing the fight of that city against the smoke nuisance 
and the part played in that fight by the railroad. The picture 
contrasts conditions in the city in 1939 with those at present. 
It tells of the successful efforts of the Frisco to obtain reduced 
rates on Arkansas-Oklahoma smokeless coal in trainloads and 
shows the first of those trainloads arriving in the city. 













Questions and Answers 


e In this column will be answered questions of both legal and 
practical nature that confront persons dealing with trafic. A 
specialist on interstate commerce law, who is a member of our spe- 
cial service department, will give his opinion in answer to any sim- 
ple question relating to the law of interstate transportation of 
freight. The same man, with long experience and wide knowledge, 
will answer questions relating to practical traffic problems. We do 
ee ae ee ane Oy Se ne ane eee ae Sey Oe 

wor. . 

The right is reserved to refuse to answer in this column any 
question, legal or traffic, that it may appear to us unwise to answer 
or that involves a situation too complex for the kind of investiga- 
tion herein contemplated. If a more compre answer to a 
question is desired than is thought proper for this column, the 
department will anewer it by letter for a reasonable charge. 

No attention will be paid to anonymous communications or 
questions from nonsubscribers. 

Address Questions and Answers Department, 
Trafic Service Corporation, Harle Building, Washington, D. O. 


Rigging 
New York.—Question: Please advise us on the following 
question: 

A common carrier of machinery, participant in T. D. Pratt, 
MF-I. C. C. No. 51, is subject to rates published therein for 
transportation between the various points shown therein. This 
carrier is also a rigger, and makes a practice of performing 
rigging services at destination to complete delivery of the ma- 
chinery carried. The rates in the tariff specifically exclude 
unloading of machinery or other freight, so the carrier assesses 
reasonable extra charges, not filed with the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, for rigging. 

Since this terminal rigging service may be considered to 
be a service affecting the value of the transportation performed, 
it would appear that such rigging charges should be filed with 
the Interstate Commerce Commission. Since every rigging job 
is different, however, publication of such charges is difficult. 
The carrier, moreover, does not wish to publish the rigging 
charges. 

What is the proper course for a shipper to follow when 
the shipper needs the combined transportation and rigging serv- 
ice this carrier performs? 

Answer: As we understand, the term “rigging” in the 
sense in which you are using it, covers the setting up of ma- 
chinery following its transportation by the carrier. 

If such service is a transportation service, a charge there- 
for should be published and filed with the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, where the service is performed in connection with 
interstate shipments. 

We can locate no decision of the Commission in which the 
question of whether rigging is a transportation service has been 
considered. 

It does not appear that rigging is a transportation service, 
although it might be that, under the enlarged scope of motor 
carrier service, it would be held to be a transportation service. 

It has been held that when the service rendered is not a 
transportation service, a contract to pay for such service in 
addition to the transportation charges, is valid. Chesapeake & 
Ohio Ry. Co. vs. Westinghouse, Church, Kerr & Co., 270 U. S. 
260, 46 S. Ct. 220. 


Damages—Measure of—Claims Presented by Mail-Order House 


In connection with your answer to Wisconsin, on page 1108 
of the October 25, 1941, Traffic World, under the above caption, 
the following communication has been received: 


In the ‘“‘Questions and Answers’’ column of the October 25th issue 
of the Traffic World under the above heading, reference is made to an 
article which appeared on page 169 of the July 19th issue under the 
caption ‘‘Damages—Measure of—Claims Presented by Shipper or Mail- 
Order Agent for Account Consignee.”” It is stated that the practice of 
large mail-order houses is to make an immediate duplication of a ship- 
ment to their mail-order store or direct to their mail-order customer 
on a shipment which has been reported damaged and file claim with 
carrier for the retail purchase price; that the carrier does not have 
an opportunity to settle the claim with the consignee direct by offering 
to have the merchandise satisfactorily repaired or by a cash settlement 
agreeable to the consignee. 

The opinion is expressed that a mail-order house does not have 
the authority to abandon a shipment because of slight damage; make 
an immediate replacement on damaged merchandise to the consignee, 
and then sue for the full retail value. 

The party who presented this question should have familiarized 
himself with the practice of mail-order houses—at least insofar and 
this company is concerned. This is not our practice at all, and I trust 
you will find a way to correct the erroneous impression. 


TRAFFIC WORLD 


Our practice is to request the customer to have the damaged mer. 
chandise repaired locally or to make the customer a reasonable 
allowance. 

If the customer refused to accept the merchandise and his com- 
plaint is such that we believe it could be profitably repaired if returned 
to the factory, instructions are issued to the transportation company 
to return the shipment. On the other hand, if we request the cus- 
tomer to leave the damaged merchandise with the transportation com- 
pany and the agent believes it could be profitably repaired, they have 
our authority to return it to us for repairs. 

This is the method that has been followed for years and we have 
no other way of handling with the transportation companies in those 
instances where damage has occurred. 


Tariff Interpretation—Through Rate vs. Aggregate 
of Intermediates 


Utah.—Question: We would very much appreciate your 
answer, supported by whatever authority you are able to lo- 
cate, concerning the following: 

In Intermountain Truck Tariff Bureau Tariff No. 4, MF- 
I. C. C. No. 5 of D. C. Stone, Agent, Rule No. 105-C, Supple- 
ment 45, page 4, reads as follows: 


If the class or commodity rates named in other tariffs lawfully 
on file with the Interstate Commerce Commission applying from, or to, 
Chicago, Illinois, Kansas City, Missouri, Los Angeles, California, 
Phoenix, Arizona, Salt Lake City, Utah, or St. Louis, Missouri, added 
to the rates named in this tariff applying from, or to, Chicago, Illinois, 
Kansas City, Missouri, Los Angeles, California, Phoenix, Arizona, Salt 
Lake City, Utah, or St. Louis, Missouri, on the same shipment make 
a lower charge than the through rate, such lower charge will apply. 


Taking a specific item, candy is shown in tariff page 26 
as taking rate basis No. 1 from San Francisco to Brooklyn, 
New York, Supplement 44, page 15, second class is $3.45. On 
the same commodity the rate from San Francisco to Chicago 
is $2.15 (page 109 of tariff) plus local charge Chicago to 
Brooklyn of ninety-five cents, making a combination of $3.10 
through. 

Can this lower rate be applied in view of the provisions of 
Rule 4-1 of Tariff Circular No. 3? 

Answer: The provision of the tariff circular, to which 
you refer, is a statement of a principle enunciated by the Com- 
mission a number of years ago. 


This principle, however, has no application in the presence 
of a tariff provision authorizing the application of the aggre- 
gate of intermediates when lower than the published through 
rate. Duplex Printing Press Co. vs. British Columbia Electric 
Ry. Co., 128 I. C. C. 692. 


Freight Forwarders 


Connecticut.—Question: In a recent discussion with per- 
sons engaged in traffic work, the following question came up: 

Is it legal to consolidate freight for one or more states in 
a railway car and consign same to an intrastate, interstate or 
local transfer company of any given city; such consignment 
being made in the name of the transportation company in- 
volved without the use of the shipper’s name; individual ship- 
ments then being made under bills of lading showing the point 
of origin as the city in which the consolidation movement has 
been broken up; said bills of lading, also, showing the name 
of original shipper? 


Or, is it necessary to consign the consolidated car to the 
shipper in care of the transportation company handling the 
break-up? 

We would very much appreciate your thoughts and quota- 
tions from any authority that you might have on this subject. 

Answer: There is no prohibition against the forwarding of 
consolidated shipments in the name of the transportation com- 
pany, without the use of the shipper’s name. 


By transportation company, we understand you refer to 
the consolidator or forwarder and by shipper, we understand 
you refer to the owner of the goods at the time they are deliv- 
ered to the consolidator or forwarder. 

Under such a practice the consolidator or forwarder would 
be the shipper. See Export Shipping Co. vs. Wabash R. R. Co., 
14 I. C. C. 437; Freight Forwarding Investigation, 229 I. C. C. 
201, 297, 298. 


FURNITURE LOADING BOOKLETS 


The operating and maintenance department, operating- 
transportation division, Association of American Railroads, has 
issued two additional booklets in its series on how to pack and 
load particular commodities. The two new pamphlets, prepare 
by the committee on closed car loading rules of the freight 
station section, A. A. R., depict, in text and diagrams, recom: 
mended methods for loading, bracing and blocking carload ship- 
ments of furniture in closed cars, and methods for loading a" 
stowing less-carload shipments of furniture in closed cars. 
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Traffic Club Doings 


Items for this column are solicited and when they are sent and not 
published it 48 because they are inappropriate or not timely. Copies 
of a club’s publication or the notices it sends to members are 
ygually not sufficient, because often they are received too late to be 
of value. THE TRAFFIC WoRLD goes to press in Chicago Friday of 
each week. News of coming or past events, such as meetings, din- 
ners and election of officers, is desired. If publicity is looked for it 
should be made the duty of someone in the club to keep us ade- 
quately and promptly informed.—Editor THE Trarric WokLD. 





At a dinner meeting of the Traffic Club of Brooklyn, 
N. Y., November 6, the following officers were elected: Presi- 
dent, Walter C. Doty, Universal Carloading and Distributing 
Company; vice-president, George F. Doscher, Malt Diastose 
Company; treasurer, George R. Marr, Delaware, Lackawanna 
and Western, and secretary, Otto F. Rutz, Pennsylvania Rail- 
road. D. L. Sutherland, president, Middle Atlantic Transporta- 
tion Company, spoke on “The Motor Truck: Its Place in the 
Defense Program.” 





Miss Audrey Andrews, new presi- 
dent of the Women’s Traffic Club of 
Tulsa, Okla., is a native of the state of 
Tennessee, but has lived in Oklahoma 
for twelve years. She became a member 
of the Tulsa Club in 1936 and has 
served as its secretary, treasurer, and 
vice-president and as associate editor 
of its magazine before being elected to 
the presidency. She is employed by 
the Otex Tank Car Company of Tulsa. 








The Transportation Club of Peoria, Ill., will hold its annual 
dinner at the Hotel Pere Marquette November 25. Everett M. 
Dirksen, Illinois member in the House, will speak. Shelton F. 
McGrath, attorney, will be toastmaster. 





The Traffic Club of Wichita, Kan., will hold its annual elec- 
tion at a dinner meeting at the Broadview Hotel December 4. 
There will be a program of entertainment. Bob Moody is chair- 
man of the committee in charge of the meeting. Nominees for 
office include: For president, F. F. Lyon and J. W. Tipton; first 
vice-president, Allen Burright and Lowell Johnson; second vice- 
president, Don Hays and O. E. Gould; secretary-treasurer, R. A. 
Young; directors, three to be elected, O. C. Goeller, B. B. Moody, 
Jack Lamson, A. M. Shirk, C. K. Umbarger, and E. G. Reig. 





_ The Traffic Club of Washington, D. C., will hold its annual 
dinner at the Mayflower Hotel February 5. It will hold a ladies’ 
hight meeting at the Mayflower Hotel December 4. 





The Canton, O., Traffic Club will hold its annual dinner and 
election at the Courtland Hotel December 2. R. E. Wise is 
chairman of the dinner committee. Russell E. Oakes, inventor, 
will give a program of entertainment. There will be a program 
of songs by the Baltimore and Ohio quartette. 





J. P. Kelly and John L. Weeks are chairmen of the nomi- 
hating committees for the Transportation Club of Louisville, 
Ky, which have nominated the following for office for the 
‘oming year: For president, D. M. Miles, vice-president, Meeks 
Motor Freight, and R. O. Davies, general agent, Mississippi 
Valley Barge Line; vice-president, Walter C. Newkirk, man- 
ager, traffic department, Louisville Board of Trade, and William 
C. Ballard, traffic manager, Puritan Cordage Mills; secretary- 
(reasurer, R. W. Ernst, assistant traffic manager, fabricating 
division, Mengel Company, and J. E. Finnegan, traffic manager, 
Consolidated Biscuit Company; directors, six to be elected, 
J. E. Lewis, Reynolds Metals Company; W. P. Fahey, Bond 
Brothers; A. J. Palazzola, Kentucky Macaroni Company; 
Robert J. Tyler, Stratton and Terstegge Company; J. E. Reeder, 
Chesapeake and Ohio; A. J. Stacey, Nickel Plate Railroad; 
M. J. Duffy, Kansas City Southern; L. L. Davis, Nashville, 
vhattanooga and St. Louis Railway; L. B. McDonald, Interstate 
ae Freight System; T. H. McGloshen, Transamerican 
relight Lines; H. C. Peters, Aero Mayflower Transit Company, 
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and C. S. Wund, C. and D. Motor Delivery. The candidates will 
be introduced at a luncheon at the Kentucky Hotel, December 
8, and the election will be held at a buffet supper meeting at 
the Kentucky Hotel the evening of that day. Carl Zoeller will 
present a transportation revue at the supper meeting. At the 
annual dinner at the Kentucky Hotel, December 9, Dr. Charles 
W. Williams, professor of economics, University of Louisville, 
will speak. W. B. Harrison, president, Louisville Industrial 
Foundation, will be toastmaster. 





P. K. Yonge, director of agriculture, Denver and Rio Grande 
Western, Grand Junction, Colo., spoke on “The History, Pro- 
duction and Distribution of the Mesa and Delta County Peaches 
in the Twin Cities Area” at a luncheon meeting of the Trans- 
portation Club of St. Paul, Minn., at the Hotel Lowry No- 
vember 18. 





The Traffic Club of Chicago will hold its annual Goodfellow 
Christmas party at the Palmer House December 11. There wil] 
be a luncheon, theatre and radio stars will present a program 
of entertainment, and prizes will be distributed. The party 
has been planned by the public affairs committee, of which 
W. R. Cox is chairman. Proceeds will be used to donate Christ- 
mas baskets to needy families. A dinner dance and card party 
will be held at the Palmer House December 27. J. F. Downing 
is chairman of the indoor entertainment committee. 





The Transportation Club of Des Moines, Ia., held a railroad 
night dinner meeting at the Golf and Country Club November 
17. There was a program of entertainment. 





The Fort Wayne, Ind., Transportation club will hold a 
Thanksgiving Day dinner meeting at the Hotel Indiana No- 
vember 27. There will be a program of entertainment. The 
annual dinner will be held March 26. 





The Miami Valley Traffic Club will hold a stag party at the 
Biltmore Hotel November 27. There will be a dinner and 
entertainment. 





J. R. MacLeod, assistant traffic manager, Illinois Central, 
was elected president of the Traffic 
Club of Memphis November 8. Mr. 
MacLeod began his_ transportation 
service with the Chicago, Rock Island 
and Pacific at Chicago. He was a 
charter member of the Houston Traffic 
Club. He has been a member of the 
Memphis club since 1932, having served 
as chairman of the speakers’ commit- 
tee in 1940. Others elected include: 
First vice-president, R. S. Hawkins, 
general freight agent, Highway Ex- 
press, Inc.; second vice-president, C. A. 
Moore, traffic manager, Firestone Tire 
and Rubber Company of Tennessee; 
secretary-treasurer, N. C. Osborn, com- 
mercial agent, Seaboard Air Line Rail- 
way; directors, W. J. Carr, L. B. Duke, 
Chasteen Harris, V. N. Handwerker, 
W. E. Shuemake, J. S. Robinson, H. H. 
Smith, R. O. Stewart, and J. A. Waterson. The new officers 
and directors were installed at the annual dinner at the 
Hotel Peabody November 18. 





R. C. White, chief operating officer, Missouri Pacific, St. 
Louis, spoke on “National Defense and the Railroads” at a 
Missouri Pacific day luncheon meeting of the Traffic Club of 
New Orleans at the Hotel Monteleone November 17. A Christ- 
mas basket fund drive has been started for the benefit of needy 
families. More than 100 members and guests attended the 
annual golf tournament and horseshoe contest at the Audubon 
Golf Club November 12. 





The Traffic Club of New York will hold its annual members 
only dinner and election of officers at the Hotel Commodore 
November 25. Roy W. Nelson is chairman of the dinner com- 
mittee. 





Dick Ellers, announcer for radio stations KJBS and KQW, 
San Francisco, was master of ceremonies at a “big broadcast” 
entertainment program at a luncheon meeting of the Tuesday 
traffic forum of the Pacific Traffic Association of San Francisco 
at El Jardin November 18. 





The Traffic Club of Baltimore will hold its annual dinner 
February 3, 1942. Elwood Quarngesser is chairman of the 
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annual dinner committee. Richard C. Colton, traffic agent, 
Western Electric Company, has been appointed general chair- 
man of committees on arrangement for the next annual fall 
meeting of the Associated Traffic Clubs of America, to be held 
at Baltimore October 20 and 21, 1942. Harry Schwartz, presi- 
dent, will be toastmaster at a past presidents’ night dinner 
meeting at the Chesapeake Club December 2. There will be 
short talks by past presidents, a floor show, and a showing of 
the Norfolk and Western film “The Power Behind the Nation.” 
Charles M. Naylor, traffic manager, Black and Decker Manu- 
facturing Company, Towson, Md., will speak on “Perfect Ship- 
ping” at a meeting of the club’s forum group at the Lord Balti- 
more Hotel December 8. The Baltimore and Ohio film ‘Perfect 
Shipping” and the Rock Island Lines film “Colorado, Vacation 
Land Supreme” will be shown. 


Harold D. Weber, general manager, Oakland, Calif., Cham- 
ber of Commerce, spoke on industrial development in the Oak- 
land area at an industrial night dinner meeting of the Oakland 
Traffic Club at the Athens Athletic Club November 18. Will 
Evans, vice-president, California Container Corporation, spoke 
on shortages and priorities affecting the packaging industry. 
Jack La Lanne, physical culture specialist, presented a program 
of strength feats. Malcolm Meyer, Certain-teed Products Cor- 
poration, was chairman of the committee on arrangements. 





At a luncheon meeting of the Los Angeles Transportation 
Club at the Pacific Electric Building, November 17, Mike Pecar- 
ovich, football coach, spoke on “Football.” 


Members of the Women’s Traffic Club of San Francisco 
acted as hostesses at the Civic Center hospitality house for 
men in military service November 22. Ruth Casella was gen- 
eral chairman of committees to provide refreshments and 
entertainments. 





The Traffic Club of Kansas City held a Thanksgiving 
party at Centre Hall, Kansas City Journal Post Building, 
November 22. Entertainment included the showing of motion 
pictures. Football films will be shown by Gwinn Henry and 
Vic Hurt, coach and assistant coach, respectively, University 
of Kansas, Lawrence, Kan., at a luncheon at the Hotel Con- 
tinental November 24. 





The Woman’s Traffic Club of Chicago will hold its annual 
dinner at the Palmer House December 1. The Rev. Preston 
Bradley, People’s Church of Chicago, will speak. W. J. William- 
son, general traffic manager, Sears Roebuck and Company, 
will be toastmaster. 





William Dee Becker, mayor of St. Louis, will speak at 
an industrial night dinner meeting of the Women’s Traffic Club 
of Metropolitan St. Louis at the DeSoto Hotel November 27. 
The Rev. R. L. Minard, Christian Board of Publications, will 
deliver the invocation. A style show will be presented by 
Scruggs, Vandervoort and Barney, Inc. 





R. A. Watson, Interstate Motor Freight System, will speak 
on “Rule 10 Freight Classification vs. Rule 13 Truck Classifica- 
tion” and R. W. Erickson, traffic manager, Ferguson Sherman 
Company, will speak on “Classification Rule 34” at a meeting of 
the forum group of the Motor City Traffic Club of Detroit at 
the Detroit-Leland Hotel November 24. William E. Erb is 
chairman of the forum group. 


Two slates of candidates for office for the Transportation 
Club of Atlanta, Ga., have been nominated. Candidates on the 
Victory ticket include: For President, George W. Leyhe, traffic 
manager, Armour Fertilizer Works; first vice-president, Paul 
S. Vance, agent, Acme Freight Lines; second vice-president, 
J. E. Eberhart, traffic manager, Southeastern Compress and 
Warehouse Company; directors, R. C. Astin, traffic manager, 
Sinclair Refining Company; H. E. Durham, branch manager, 
Westinghouse Electric Supply Company; Duncan Haigler, gen- 
eral agent, Florida East Coast Railway; J. H. Schultz, general 
agent, Chicago and North Western; B. M. Self, vice-president, 
Georgia Motor Express; R. E. Shaub, freight agent, Mason 
and Dixon Lines; H. E. Cooney, general manager, National 
Carloading Corporation, and W. S. McCurdy, general agent, 
Railway Express Agency. Candidates on the Powerhouse ticket 
are: For President, W. H. Murray, traffic manager, Georgia 
Power Company; first vice-president, R. C. McLemore, general 
agent, Atlanta, Birmingham and Coast; second vice-president, 
C. T. Kilgore, traffic manager, Georgia-Alabama Textile Traffic 
Association; directors, J. H. Wright, traffic manager, Ashcraft 
Wilkinson; G. E. Heyser, traffic manager, Campbell Coal Com- 
pany; C. H. Battle, general agent, Atlantic Coast Line Rail- 
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road; J. A. Fetz, general agent, Missouri Pacific; L. L. Horner 
commercial agent, Dixie Ohio Express Company; R. G. Crimm, 
assistant general counsel, Southern Motor Carriers Rate Cop. 
ference; Roy Moss, district manager, Acme Fast Freight, Inc. 
and R. W. Riser, general southern freight agent, Ocean Steam. 
ship Company. The election will be held December 5, and new 
officers will be installed at the annual dinner January 13. 





A film on deep sea fishing, sponsored by the California 
Packing Company, will be shown by arrangement with the 
Schlesinger-Tarrant Brokerage Company at a luncheon meet. 
ing of the Traffic Club of St. Louis at the Jefferson Hote| 
November 24. 





H. H. Pratt, general traffic manager, Crucible Steel Com. 
pany of America, New York, and chairman of the Atlantic 
States Shippers Advisory Board, was guest speaker at a dinner 
meeting of the Traffic Club of the Lehigh Valley at the Hote! 
Easton, Easton, Pa., November 17. He discussed the successf\] 
cooperation among shippers and the railroads in preventing 4 
car shortage in recent weeks. He was introduced by A. P 
Stevens, district manager at New York, car service division, 
Association of American Railroads. W. B. Hughes, Allentown, 
Pa., president, presided. Color films of India were shown by 
H. C. Roemer, director of public relations, Standard Oil Com. 
pany of Pennsylvania. The next meeting will be held at the 
Hotel Traylor, Allentown, December 15. 

At a dinner meeting of the Women’s Traffic and Transporta- 
tion Club of New Orleans at Holsum’s Cafeteria, November 26, 
R. R. Spindola, vice-consul for Mexico, will speak, and the Pan 
American Airways color film “Mexico” will be shown. 


SOLDIERS MOVED BY RAIL 


There were 215,709 army officers and men moved by rail in 
October, an increase of 83,251 over the number moved in Sep- 
tember, according to the War Department. The transportation 
was arranged and directed by the commercial traffic branch 
of the Office of the Quartermaster General, in cooperation with 
the A. A. R. 

“During October 617 special trains were used for move- 
ments of the army,” says a bulletin by the War Department. 
“Railroad equipment used included 3,199 sleeping cars, 2,290 
coaches, 451 baggage cars for carrying baggage, 398 baggage 
cars for use as kitchens, 130 box cars, 496 stock cars, and 1,298 
flat and gondola cars. 

“The movement of 215,709 officers and men during October 
was the largest for the quarter—during July 194,567 were 
moved by railroad and 182,389 during August.” 

The War Department announced that “routine troop move- 
ments involving changes of stations will be suspended from 
December 12, 1941, to January 12, 1942, so that the maximum 
number of soldiers may take advantage of Christmas fur- 
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“NEW COMPLAINTS FILED 


No. 28741, Malleable Iron Range Co., Beaver Dam, Wis., vs. C. M. St. 
P. & P. et al. 

Unreasonable and unjustly discriminatory charge on ranges and 
parts from Beaver Dam to Grangeville, Ida., shipped Sept. 12, 1939. 
Asks rates for the future and reparation. (L. H. Zimmerman, 618 
West Maple Ave., Beaver Dam, Wis.) 

No. 28742, Maplecrest Turkey Farms, Inc., of Wellman, Ia., vs. Rail- 
way Express Agency, Inc. 

Alleges rate of $3.14 a hundred pounds charged, dressed poultry, 
carload, shipped Nov. 21, 1940, from Iowa City, Ia., to Watertown, 
Mass., in violation of sections 1 and 4, with contention Watertown 
is in same express rate block with Boston, Mass., and that de- 
fendant refused to apply commodity rate of $2.31 applicable from 
Iowa City to Boston. Asks reparation, (H. F. Sundberg, Cedar 
Rapids, Ia.) 

No. 28743, Rundle Manufacturing Co., Milwaukee, Wis., vs. Chicago & 
North Western et al. e 

Alleges rates, plumbers’ goods and fittings, shipped June 20, 1935, 
to April 1, 1936, from Milwaukee, Wis., to Camden and Port New- 
ark, N. J., Philadelphia, Pa., and Boston, Mass., in violation of 
section 1. Asks cease and desist order and reparation. (C. 
Ackerman, 608 South Dearborn Street, Chicago, Ill.) 

No. 28744, Associated Bristol, Tenn., Retail Coal Dealers vs. Southern 
et al. 

Alleges rate of $1.34 a net ton on coal from the St. Charles and 
Appalachia, Va., fields, charged between Feb. 1, 1938, and July 
20, i$40, in violation of section 3, the undue preference alleged 
being for Bristol, Va., to which the rate in the period in question 
was $1.24 a net ton. Asks reparation. 

No. 28745, storage in transit of imported rubber. 

Investigation instituted by the Commission, division 2, on Its 
own motion, into the storage-in-transit arrangements and rules 
regulations and practices affecting such arrangements of railroads 
in connection with transportation of imported rubber (crude 
guayale) and latex (liquid crude rubber) moving through Gulf of 
Mexico and south Atlantic ports of entry to destinations in the 
United States. 
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NOTH—lItems in the docket marked with am asterisk (*) have been 
added since the last issue of THs Trarric WorLD. New assignments 
now on the Commission’s docket of dates later than herein shown 
will not bear asterisks when they do appear. Ourrent cancellations 
and postponements announced too late to show the change in this 
docket will be noted elsewhere, 


November 24—Baltimore, Md.—Pub. Serv. Comm.—Jt. Bds. 113 and 200: 
MC 48576 Sub. 1—J. A. Dailey, Charles Town, W. Va., certificate to 
extend operations. 

MC 95935—R. Miedzinski, Leonardtown, Md., certificate. 


November 24—Billings, Mont.—Commercial Club—Jt. Bd. 82: 
MC 33003 Sub. 1—The Galloping Swede, Cut Bank, Mont., certificate 
to extend operations. 


November 24—Binghamton, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Bryan: 
MC 96342—Berger Taxi, Ithaca, N. Y. 
MC 96343—E. Pew, Ithaca, N. Y. 


November 24—Birmingham, Ala.—Thomas Jefferson Hotel—Jt. Bd. 100: 
MC 76177 Sub. 4—Baggett Transportation Co., Inc., extension Chil- 
dersburg. 
MC 76177 Sub. 6—Baggett Transportation Co., Inc., extension, Annis- 
ton, Sylacauga, and Alexander City. 


November 24—Boise, Ida.—Public Utilities Comm.—Jt. Bd. 49: 
MC 42487 Sub. 43—Consolidated Freightways, Inc., Portland, Ore., 
certificate to extend operations. 


November 24—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Examiner Cave: 
MC 67216—Beacon Fast Freight Co., Inc., New York, N. Y. 


November 24—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Burns: 

MC 86578 Sub. 1—L & N Moving & Storage Co., New York, N. Y., 
certificate to extend operations. 

November 24—Charleston, W. Va.—State Comm.—Examiner Kerttu: 

mC 5080 Sub. 1—L. B. Still Transfer, Sisterville, W. Va., certificate 
to extend operations. 


November 24—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 2: 
MC 2154 Sub. 1—Neal Hawkins Transfer Co., Inc., Gastonia, N. C., 
certificate to extend operations. 


November 24—Cleveland, O.—Hotel Cleveland—Jt. Bd. 117: 
MC 75551 Sub. 2—Southern Express, Chicago, certificate to extend 
operations. 


November 24—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—Examiner Cheseldine: 
MC 65392 Sub. 7—Automobile Shippers, Inc., Detroit, Mich. 


November 24—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick—Jt. Bd. 36: 
MC 88982 Sub. 12—Frisco Transportation Co., St. Louis, Mo., certifi- 
cate to extend operations. 


November 24—Madison, Wis.—Public Service Comm.—Jt. Bds. 142 and 
96: 


MC 69230 Sub. 1—H. J. Solberg, Ettrick, Wis., certificate to extend 
operations. 


MC 69230 Sub. 2—H. J. Solberg, Ettrick, Wis., certificate. 


November 24—Nashville, Tenn.—Public Utilities Comm.—Jt. Bd. 25: 
MC 29957 Sub. 29—Tri-State Transit Co. of La., Inc., Shreveport, La., 
certificate to extend operations. 


November 24—Raleigh, N. C.—Sir Walter Hotel—Examiner Livingstone: 
MC 1338 Sub. 2—Hardy’s Transfer, Farmville, N. C., certificate to 
extend operations. 


November 24—Roanoke, Va.—Hotel Patrick Henry—Jt. Bd. 245: 
MC 101022 Sub. 2—Willett Brothers Transportation, Roanoke, Va., 
permit to extend operations. 
MC 102659—E. G. Wagner, Pocahontas, Va., certificate. 


November 24—San Francisco, Calif.—Empire Hotel—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 37603—Valley Truck Line, Hollister, Calif., certificate or permit. 
November 24—Washington, D. C.—Commissioner Patterson and Exam- 
iner Mattingly: 
28496 et al.—Proportional rates of common carriers and minimum 
charges of contract carriers. 
November 24—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
28529—Great Lakes Steel Corp. vs. C. M. St. P. & P. et al. 
28618—T. A. Bryson & Sons vs. P. R. R. et al. 
November 24—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Weems: 
W-200—Petroleum Carrier Corp. 


November 24—Wilmington, Del.—U. S. Court—Examiner Pierce: 
|. & S. M-1763—Fresh fruits, Md. to Del., Pa. and N. J. points. 


November 24—Wilmington, Del—U. S. Court—Jt. Bds. 301 and 66: 
MC 94286 Sub. 2—Perry’s School and Charter Bus Service, Delaware 
City, Del., certificate to extend operations. 
MC 102914—J, Decino, Wilmington, Del., certificate. 


November 25—Billings, Mont.—Commercial Club—Jt. Bd. 123: 
MC 52788 Sub. 2—Hageman & Jolley, Laurel, Mont., permit to ex- 
tend operations. 


wovemubor 25—Binghamton, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Bryan: 

C 45673 Sub. 2—Dean of Ithaca, Inc., Ithaca, N. Y., certificate to 
extend operations. 

a 57157 Sub. 1—Waverly, Sayre & Athens Transportation Co., Sayre, 
&., certificate to extend operations. 

November 25—Birmingham, Ala.—Thomas Jefferson Hotel—Jt. Bd. 106: 

, C 102770 Sub. 1—Florence-Savannah Bus Line, Florence, Ala. 

vember 25—Birmingham, Ala.—-Thomas Jefferson Hotel—Jt. Bd. 100: 


MC 78632 Sub. 22—Hoover Motor Express, Inc., Nashville, Tenn., 
certificate to extend operations. 
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November 25—Boise, Ida.—Public Utilities Comm.—Jt. Bd. 49: 
MC 102874—Idaho Inland Freight, Boise, Ida., certificate. 
MC 102922—Riddle Freight Lines, Mountain Home, Ida., certificate. 


November 25—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Burns: 
MC 73905—Hermans Storage Warehouse Co., Inc., New York, N. Y. 
MC 96173—Crosstown Trucking Co., New York, N. Y., certificate. 


November 25—Charleston, W. Va.—State Comm.—Jt. Bds. 245 and 61: 
MC 102625—J. W. Davis, Mount Hope, W. Va., permit. 
MC 102804¢—W. E. Doak, Wilbur, W. Va., certificate. 


November 25—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 130: 
MC 102806—Petroleum Transportation, Inc., Gastonia, N. C., certifi- 
cate, 


November 25—Cleveland, O.—Hotel Cleveland—Jt. Bd. 330: 
MC 18168 Sub. 5—Cox Transportation Co., Cleveland, O., certificate 
to extend operations. 


November 25—Cumberland, Md.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 206: 
MC 52716—Twigg Motor Lines, Cumberland, Md., certificate or per- 
mit. 


November 25—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Examiner Myers: 
MC 102790—Zeigler Bros., Greensburg, Ind., certificate. 


November 25—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick—Jt. Bd. 36: 
MC 5486 Sub. 2—Edmonds Truck Line, McLouth, Kan., certificate to 
extend operations. 


November 25—Las Vegas, Nev.—Sal Sagev Hotel—Examiner Werner: 
MC 565 Sub. 2—Nevada Consolidated Fast Freight, Los Angeles, 
Calif., certificate to extend operations. 


November 25—Madison, Wis.—Public Service Comm.—Jt. Bd. 95: 
MC 26519 Sub. 6—Wheeler Transportation Co., Menasha, Wis., per- 
mit. 


November 25—Pulaski, Va.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Nye: 
Finance 13463—Application of N. & W. for a certificate permitting 
abandonment of the so-called Reed Island branch extending from 
a point near Allisonia to Betty Baker Mines, Va. 


November 25—Raleigh, N. C.—Hotel Sir Walter—Examiner Livingstone: 
MC 31809 Sub. 3—Clay’s Transfer Co., Rocky Mount, N. C., certificate 
to extend operations. 


November 25—Roanoke, Va.—Hotel Patrick Henry—Jt. Bd. 7: 
MC 102100 Sub. 1—Silver Fox Line, Danville, Va., certificate. 


November 25—Salt Lake City, Utah—Public Service Comm.—Jt. Bd. 213: 
MC 33551 Sub. 1—Sterling Transportation Co., Salt Lake City, Utah, 
certificate to extend operations. 


November 25—-San Francisco, Calif.—Empire Hotel—Examiner Linn: 
MC 6267 Sub. 1 EX—G. W. Thomas Drayage & Rigging Co., Inc., San 
Francisco, Calif., certificate of exemption. 


November 25—Washington, D. C.—-Examiner Cheseldine: 
Fourth Section Ap. 19278—Automobiles from Kenosha and Racine. 
November 25—Washingtcn, D. C.—Argument: 
28552—Swift & Co. vs. Alton et al. 
Finance 13085—C. M. St. P. & P., trustees et al., construction, etc. 
Finance 13172—Application of C. M. Thomson, trustee of Chicago & 
Northwestern, for permission to abandon line extending from Lin- 
wood to Hastings, in Butler, Polk, York, Hamilton, Clay and 
Adams counties, Neb. 


November 25—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Woodrow: 
Ex Parte MC 20—Trunk line territory motor carrier rates. 


November 25—Washington, D. C.—Jt. Bd. 120: 
MC C-307—Middle Atlantic States Motor Carrier Conference, 
vs. B. A. Gallagher, dba Gallaher’s Transfer et al. 


November 25—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Vinskey: 
MC 45663—W. L. Curles, Washington, D. C. 


November 25—Washington, D. C.—Examiners Lyle and Grutzik: 

* Finance 13513—Application of Southern Iowa for authority to pur- 
chase physical properties of Interurban Electric, including equip- 
ment, owned by Iowa Southern Utilities Co. of Delaware. 

* Finance 13514—Application of Southern Iowa for authority to issue 
common capital stock. 


November 25—Wilmington, Del.—U. S. Court—Examiner Pierce: 
MC 1769 Sub. 2—Ruhl Transportation Co., Salem, N. J., certificate to 
extend operations. 
MC 102742—U. W. Doeber, Wilmington, Del., certificate. 


November 26—Binghamton, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Bryan: 
MC 60016 and MC 60017—A. C. Rice Storage Corp., Elmira, N. Y. 


November 26—Birmingham, Ala.—Thomas Jefferson Hotel—Jt. Bd. 239: 
MC 75840 Sub. 7—Malone Freight Line, Decatur, Ala. 
November 26—Boise, Ida.—Public Utilities Comm.—Jt. Bd. 81: 
MC 30251 Sub. 4—Gordon Ray, Baker, Ore., permit to extend opera- 
tions. 
November 26—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Examiner Cave: 
MC 70583—Sterling Express, Inc., Cambridge, Mass. 
November 26—-Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Burns: 
MC 101876—S & B Coal Yard, Port Jervis, N. Y., permit. 
November 26—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 177: 
MC 100064 Sub. 1—Edd Porter, Chester, N. C., certificate to extend 
operations. 
November 26—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 2: 
MC 102730—H. A. Hager, Bessemer City, N. C., certificate. 
November 26—Cincinnati, O.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Kerttu and 
Jt. Bd. 117: 
MC 60603 and MC 68759—A. Wirtz Transfer Co., Hamilton, O., certifi- 
cate or permit. 
November 26—Cleveland, O.—Hotel Cleveland—Jt. Bds. 117 and 27: 
MC 1502 Sub. 40—Pennsylvania Greyhound Lines, Inc., Cleveland, O., 
certificate to extend operations. 
~ 86910 Sub. 2—E. H. Meilander, Berea, O., permit to extend opera- 
tions. 
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(Continued on page 1364) 
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Personal Notes 





A. D. McDonald, 63 years old, president of the Southern 
Pacific, San Francisco, died November 15. He joined the com- 
pany in 1901 and became president in 1932. 

Walter R. Magner, traffic department, Van Dusen Harring- 
ton Company, Minneapolis, died November 13. 

C. B. Ragon has been appointed assistant to vice-president 
and general manager for the Fort Worth and Denver City and 
the Wichita Valley railways, Fort Worth, Tex. 


Russel Coulter, general traffic manager, St. Louis-San 


* Francisco Railway, St. Louis, has received the honorary title 


of “Arkansas Traveler’ from Governor Homer M. Adkins of 
Arkansas for having successfully led his company’s efforts to 
obtain a reduced rate on Arkansas-Oklahoma anthracite moving 
to St. Louis. 


J. L. James, assistant editor, Louisville and Nashville Rail- 
road Journal, Louisville, Ky., was elected president of the 
American Railway Magazine Editors’ Association at the annual 
meeting at New Orleans November 14 and 15. Others elected 
include: First vice-president Ernest Black, assistant editor, 
Reading Company Magazine, Philadelphia; second vice-presi- 
dent, R. R. Horner, editor, Norfolk and Western Magazine, 
Roanoke, Va., and secretary, M. W. Jones, editor, Baltimore 
and Ohio Magazine, Baltimore. New members of the executive 
board include: Harry Robertson, Illinois Central, Chicago; Helen 
Martin, Missouri Pacific, St. Louis; J. R. Mecouch, Pennsylvania 
Railroad, Philadelphia; T. C. Johnson, St. Louis Southwestern, 
St. Louis, and Marc Green, Milwaukee Road, Chicago. 


Clarence A. Mitchell, assistant general manager, New Or- 
leans Joint Traffic Bureau, has been appointed manager for 
the Memphis Traffic Bureau, effective December 15. 

J. F. Sullivan has been named passenger traffic manager 
for the Southern Pacific Lines in Texas and Louisiana at New 
Orleans, succeeding J. T. Monroe, who died. J. E. Bledsoe has 
been appointed assistant traffic manager at Houston. 

W. F. Farley, Jr., has been appointed freight traffic agent 
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at Miami, Fla., for the Nashville, Chattanooga and St. Loyjs 
Railway. 

William E. Lee, General Van and Storage Company, ¢ 
Louis, has been elected general chairman of the Missouri Ware. 
housemen’s Association and president of the association’s house. 
hold goods division. Eugene Hobold, Columbia Terminals Com. 
pany, St. Louis, has been elected general secretary of the aggp. 
ciation. A. V. Cresto and F. H. Floyd have been elected vice. 
president and secretary-treasurer, respectively, of the householg 
goods division. 

Eric W. Dahl has been appointed director of sales promo. 
tion and advertising for the Allied Van Lines, Inc., Chicago, 

C. W. Harding has been appointed assistant superintenden; 
of telegraph for the Northern Pacific at Seattle, Wash., ang 
R. B. Johnson has been appointed assistant superintendent of 
telegraph at St. Paul, Minn. 


O. J. Smidl has been named supervisor of contracts for the 
Chicago, Burlington and Quincy at Chicago. 

H. G. Watkins has been appointed chief operating officer 
and K. H. Suder has been appointed general traffic manager fo; 
the Akron, Canton and Youngstown and the Northern Ohio 
railways at Akron, O. 


Howard F. Bardon, assistant traffic manager, Kroger Gro. 
cery and Baking Company, died at Cincinnati, November 14. 

William B. Rodgers, president, Pittsburgh Coal Exchange, 
will speak on “The Port of Pittsburgh and Its Inland Water 
Commerce” at a monthly meeting of the Pittsburgh regional 
chapter of the Association of Interstate Commerce Commission 
Practitioners at the William Penn Hotel November 24. 


A. L. Holton has been elected president of the Interstate 
Railroad Company with headquarters at Andover, Va. He suc. 
ceeds G. H. Gilmer, who died. 


Donald D. Conn, executive vice-president, Transportation 
Association of America, will speak on “Opportunities for En- 
ployment in the Transportation Industry” over radio station 
WAAF, Chicago, under the auspices of the Illinois State De. 
partment of Labor and the Federal Security Agency Noven- 
ber 23. 


Gael Sullivan, Illinois director, Federal Housing Adminis- 
tration, will be the speaker at the annual dinner of the Illinois 
Motor Truck Operators’ Association at the Palmer House, Chi- 
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HERE. .. you will find modern MUNICIPAL 


terminals, where rail and truck meet water 
transportation under particularly favorable 
conditions . . . UNIFIED MUNICIPAL control 
of port facilities simplifies cargo handling 
and speeds shipments. 


FREQUENT and DIRECT sailings to the major ports 
of the world ... shortest routes are offered 
to Australasia, South America and the 
Orient ...an ALL-YEAR port... strategically 
located for the transshipment of cargo. 


WE INVITE your routing VIA — 


The PORT of LOS ANGELES 


A Municipal Enterprise Devoted to Public Service 


BOARD OF HARBOR COMMISSIONERS 


LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 
189 City Hall M. G. Rouse, Secretary 





cago, November 29. Nathaniel Leverone, chairman of the board, 





TRAFFIC WORLD 


Automatic Canteen Company, will be toastmaster. 

Clarence A. Mitchell, assistant general manager, New Op. 
leans Joint Traffic Bureau, has been appointed traffic commis. 
sioner Memphis Freight Bureau. He will take over his new 
duties as successor of Milton C. Lysle, who resigned, on De. 
cember 15. 


DOCKET OF THE COMMISSION 


(Continued from page 1361) 
November 26—Cumberland, Md.—U. S. Court—Examiner Hobbs: 
MC 3114 Sub. 4—T. H. Compton, Great Cacapon, W. Va., certificate 
to extend operations. 
November 26—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Examiner Myers: 
MC 1720 Sub. 2—Cook Trucking Co., Columbia City, Ind., certificate 
to extend operations. 
MC 102929 Sub. 1—National Driveaway System, Elwood, Ind., certif- 
cate. 
November 26—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick—Examiner Dawson: 
MC 103000 EX—Rock Port, Langdon & Northern Ry. Co., Rock Port, 
Mo., certificate of exemption. 
MC 100741 Sub. 1—R. E. Bradley, Paola, Kan., certificate to extend 
operations. 
November 26—Madison, Wis.—State Com.—Examiner Kephart: 
|. & S. M-1773—Bisch Transfer Co. to, from and between Minn., Wis. 
November 26—Madison, Wis.—Public Service Comm.—Jt. Bd. 13 
MC 102498—E. L. Solace, Winslow, IIl., certificate. 
November 26—Nashville, Tenn.—Andrew Jackson Hotel—Examiner 
Bradford: 
1. & S. M-1818—White Motor Express to and from Ky. and Tenn. 
November 26—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Examiner Pierce: 
MC 79764 Sub. 1—Shearer Brothers, Stony Creek Mills, Pa., permit 
to extend operations. 
MC 102698—Fithian and Giuffra, Miilville, N. J., certificate. 
November 26—Raleigh, N. C.—Hotel Sir Walter—Examiner Livingstone: 
MC 19105 Sub. 1—Forbes Transfer Co., Wilson, N. C., certificate to 
extend operations. 


November 26—San Francisco, Calif.—Hotel Empire—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 62043 Sub. 2—Prickett Transportation Co., Salida, Calif., permit 
to extend operations. 
November 26—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Hand: 
MC C-290—Tomato juice, pulp, and cans between Laurel and Cam- 
bridge. 


November 27—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Parker: 
MC C-229—Contracts, agreements, and arrangements between certain 


common carriers by motor vehicle and Chain Deliveries Express, 
Inc. 


November 27—Cincinnati, O.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Kerttu: 

* 1, & S. M-1869—Stopping in transit between central and southern 
territories. 

* 1, & S. M-1845—Classifications between Cincinnati and Ga. points. 





November 27—Hagerstown, Md.—Fed. Bldg.—Examiner Hobbs: 
MC 102830—Emery’s Transfer, Inc., Martinsburg, W. Va., certificate 
to extend operations. 


November 27—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Molster: 

* Finance 13337—Application of Norfolk, Baltimore & Carolina Line 
Inc., for authority to lease operating rights of Bull Steamship Line 
between Baltimore, Md., and Charleston, S. C. 

November 28—Atlanta, Ga.—Henry Grady Hotel—Jt. Bds. 101 and 204: 

MC 58923 Sub. 4—Georgia Highway Express, Inc., Atlanta, Ga., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
MC 67686 Sub. 2—North Georgia Transportation Co., Inc., Canton, 
Ga., certificate to extend operations. 
November 28—Binghamton, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Bryan: 
MC 35684—Coles Trucking Service, Athens, Pa. 
November 28—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Burns: 
MC 88586 Sub. 1—P. Molinaro, Verona, N. J., certificate. 
MC 36313 Sub. 1—C. A. Mastronardi, Inc., New York, N. Y., permit 
to extend operations. 


November 28—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 103: 
MC 61599 Sub. 28—Queen City Coach Co., Charlotte, N. C., certificate 
to extend operations. 


November 28—Cincinnati, O.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Kerttu: _ 
MC 40655 Sub. 2—J. W. Powell Moving & Storage Co., Inc., Cincln- 
nati, O., certificate to extend operations. 
November 28—Cleveland, O.—Hotel Cleveland—Jt. Bds. 117 and 57: 
MC 30156 Sub. 3—Lake Shore Cartage, Inc., Cleveland, O., certificate 
to extend operations. 
November 28—Hagerstown, Md.—Fed. Bldg.—Examiner Hobbs: 
MC 6975 Sub. 1—Ralph A. McCauley, Hagerstown, Md., certificate 
to extend operations. 
November 28—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Examiner Myers: ‘ 
MC 60782 Sub. 1—Stamps Brothers, Boonville, Ind., permit to exten 
operations. 


November 28—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick—Jt. Bd. 91: 
MC 75320 Sub. 9—Campbell Sixty Six Express, Inc., Springfield, M°.. 
certificate to extend operations. 
November 28—Philadeiphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Examiner Pierce: 
MC 103006—E. P. Pennypacker, Phoenixville, Pa., permit to extend 
operations. 
MC 102982—H. W. Andes, Birdsboro, Pa., permit. 
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PEORIA GATEWAY — ALWAYS OPEN 


ea. 
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/, CONSIGNEES 
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s\ 
\ NOW! 





if your business is like most others today, 
time is one of the most important elements 
in the picture. Although this is a seller's mar- 
ket for most industries, good service, par- 
ticularly prompt delivery, is absolutely neces- 
sary. 


In cross country transportation the number 
of interchanges involved and the speed of 
those interchanges cut an important figure 
in time in transit—trunk line railroad service 
itself is fast. 


In relation to your own problem of getting 
shipments to customers quickly, P. & P. U. Ry. 
has two things to offer. First of all is the fact 
that the fourteen trunk lines that terminate in 
the P. & P. U. Ry. rails spiderweb the coun- 
try from coast to coast, so when you ship 
by any of these roads via P. & P. U. Ry. you 
can hold the number of necessary inter- 
changes to a minimum. 


By virtue of its location out in the open, with- 
out any adjacent congested areas, the four 
carefully placed classification yards, the 
movement of freight from trunk line to trunk 
line is accomplished in the shortest possible 
time. That not only saves time in interchange 
but gains time in earlier connections at dis- 
tant points. There are real advantages in 
shipping via P. & P. U. Ry. and Peoria, Illinois 
(The Gateway City). For information write 
E. F. Stock, Traffic Manager. 


PEORIA AND PEKIN 


UNION RAILWAY COMPANY 


Union Station, Peoria, Illinois 


SWITCHING SERVICE BETWEEN 


roerta & Pekin Union Ry.; Chicage, Rock Island & Pacifie Ry.; Chicago & Nerth 

woe Ry.; Chicago & Illinois Midland; Iilinois Terminal Railroad Co.; inland 

Tomways Corp.; Minneapelis & St. Louls R. R.; Alton Railroad; Atchison, 

me & Santa Fe Ry.; Illinels Central R. R.; Pennsylvania Railroad; Peorla 

yer R. R.; Chieage, Burlington & Quiney Raliroad; New York, Chicago 

St. Louis Railroad; Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louls Ry. (Peorla 
& Eastern); Toledo, Peoria & Western R. R. 


Sis iesscrncstinsinnicaaiaiphiaiiaieintianibieaiaittiariiaeaiintaniammaanaaiy 
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FLORIDA EAST COAST RAILWAY 


ANNOUNCES 





OVERNIGHT 
FREIGHT SERVICE 


JACKSONVILLE TO MIAMI 
and intermediate 


ay 


meena 


weeeereest 





‘\) 


EAST COAST % 


VERNITER 


NEW YEAR-AROUND EXPRESS FREIGHT TRAIN 
SAVES ONE DAY 


Florida East Coast Railway inaugurates the FIRST and 
only “OVERNITER” Jacksonville to Miami, Fla. 


(10 hours running time.) 





This provides the fastest merchandise service in the 
Southeast. Receipts from shippers and connecting 
carriers at Jacksonville by 4:00 P.M. given next morn- 
ing delivery at all principal Florida East Coast cities. 


Route your orders “FLORIDA EAST COAST 
RAILWAY.” Pick-up and delivery service available. 


Call our nearest representative for further details. 


H. E. C. Hawkins, Chief Freight Traffic Officer 
St. Augustine, Florida 


FLORIDA 
EAST COAST 


“atl aiper 
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EASTERN CONGESTION 





Operating one of the largest and best equipped fleets of 
barges on the Canal and Great Lakes, Hedger provides 
efficient and economical transportation of freight moving 
between New York Harbor and Great Lakes Ports and 
Rail territory west of Chicago. Contact any of the car- 
riers listed here or write direct to Hedger for complete 
details. 


INTERMEDIATE AND TERMINAL LINES 


Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Rall- 
way Company 

Belt Railway Company of Chicago 

Chicago and North Western Railway 
Company 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Rall- 
road Company 

Chicago Great Western Railroad Com- 
pany 

Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & 
Pacific Raliroad Company 


Chicago, Rock Island & Pacifie Rall- 
way Company 


Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & 
Omaha Railway Company 


Great Lakes Transit Corporation 
Great Northern Railway Company 
Illinols Central Railroad Company 


Minneapolis & St. Louls Rallroad 
Company 


Minneapolis, St. Paul & Sault Ste. 
Marie Railway Company 


Minnesota-Atiantic Transit Company 
Northern Pacific Railway Company 


ly 
>< 


W. E. HEDGER TRANSPORTATION CORPORATION 


120 Wall Street, New York City 


Chamber of Commerce Bidg., Buffalo - - - = 268 Market St., San Francisco 





Route your shipments for 
Texas and the Southwest 





Dependable Co-ordinated 
Service Maintained From 


- TF & @ 


* * EASTERN CENTRAL AND MIDWESTERN 
TERRITORIES ALSO SERVICE FROM 
PHILADELPHIA AND SEABOARD TERRI- 
TORY VIA SOUTHERN STEAMSHIP 
COMPANY 


Receiving stations located in principal cities 





LONE STAR PACKAGE CAR CO., INC. 


“FAST COURTEOUS PERSONAL SERVICE” 





TRAFFIC WORLD 


November 28—Providence, R. !|.—Narragansett Hotel—Examiner Cave: 
MC 61019—Fish Transport Co., Inc., common carrier application, 
MC 61019 Sub. 1—Fish Transport Co., Inc., common carrier applica- 

tion, New Bedford-Providence-Provincetown extension. 


November 28—Raleigh, N. C.—Hotel Sir Walter—Examiner Livingstone: 
MC 7482 Sub. 2—Henderson Bonded Lines, Henderson, N. C., certif- 
cate to extend operations. 


November 28—Roanoke, Va.—Hotel Patrick Henry—Jt. Bds. 279 ang 
12: 


MC 102587—W. S. Turner, Moneta, Va., permit. 
November 28—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Lyle: 
* Finance 13521—Application of Nevada Copper Belt Ry. Co. for ay- 
thority to purchase properties of Nevada Copper Belt R. R. Co. 
November 28—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Nye: 
* Finance 13497—Application of N. Y. S. & W. for authority to acquire 
Edgewater section of Erie Terminals R. R. Co. in N. J. 


November 28—Wilkes-Barre, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Prichard: 
Finance 13474—Application of Loyalsock and Lehigh Valley for cer. 
tificate permitting abandonment by former and abandonment of op. 
eration by latter of line from Noxen to Splash Dam, in Pa. 


November 29—Binghamton, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Bryan: 
MC 102480—M. E. Cooper, Elmira, N. Y., permit. 


November 29—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Burns: 
MC 96322—A. W. Steel, Glen Spey, N. Y., certificate. 


November 29—Cincinnati, O.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Kerttu: 
MC 102248—Dayton Transportation Co., Dayton, O. 


November 29—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Examiner Myers: 
MC 20995 Sub. 1—Dumes Trucking Co., Inc., Vincennes, Ind., permit 
to extend operations. 
November 29—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick—Jt. Bd. 91: 
MC 665 Sub. 4—Missouri-Arkansas Transportation Co., Joplin, Mo., 
certificate to extend operations. 


November 29—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Examiner Pierce: 
MC 18343 Sub. 2—Martella’s Motor Freight, Camden, N. J., certifi- 
cate to extend operations. 


November 29—Roanoke, Va.—Hotel Patrick Henry—Jt. Bd. 108: 
MC 102891—B. H. Crizer, Appalachia, Va., certificate. 


December 1—Atlanta, Ga.—Henry Grady Hotel—Examiner Yardley: 
MC 66562, Sub. 1—Railway Express Agency, Inc., New York, N. Y., 
certificate or permit. 


December 1—Baltimore, Md.—Public Service Comm.—Exam. Hobbs: 

MC 1034 Sub. 5—Tidewater Express Lines, Inc., Baltimore, certificate 
to extend operations. 

MC 6966—Micciche Transfer, Millersville, Md., certificate or permit. 


December 1—Binghamton, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Bryan: 
MC 44828 Sub. 1—Muth’s Sons, Liberty, N. Y., certificate to extend 
operations. 


December 1—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Jt. Bd. 305: 
MC 101743—Long Island Transportation Co., Long Island City, N. Y.. 
permit. 
MC 102289—Hy Speed Corporation, Bronx, N. Y., certificate. 
MC 102292—L. J. Spingola, Brooklyn, N. Y., certificate. 


December 1—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Exam. Schweickhardt: 
Ex Parte MC 20—Trunk line territory motor carrier rates. 


December 1—Buffalo, N. Y.—Buffalo Hotel—Examiner McGrath: 

* W-726—Application of John J. Boland and John J. Boland Jr. (au- 
thority section 309). 

* W-765—Steel Products Transportation Corp. (BWC 2 contract car- 
rier application). 

* W-772—Bison Steamship Corporation (authority section 309). 


December 1—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner McCaslin: 
MC 102668—Martin’s Moving Men, Forest City, N. C., certificate. 


December 1—Charleston, S. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner Snider: 
* 28722 and Subs. 1 to 5 incl.—Coastal Produce Assn. et al. vs. A. C. L. 
et al. 


December 1—Chicago, III.—Hotel Sherman—Examiner Lawton: 
1. & S. M-1575—Class rates, ratings—volume and T. L.—in central 
territory. 
1. & S. M-1636 and 1st Sup.—Commodity rates in central territory. 


December 1—Cleveland, O.—Hotel Cleveland—Examiner Kerttu: 
MC 52341 Sub. 2—Ohio Transportation Co., Cleveland. 
December 1—Columbus, O.—Public Utilities—Examiner Borroughs: 
MC 34683—Snow Brothers, Akron, O., certificate or permit. 
December 1—Detroit, Mich.—Hotel Fort Shelby—Jt. Bd. 76: 
MC 66913 Sub. 2—Motor City Express, Inc., Detroit, Mich., certificate 
to extend operations. 
MC 90637—L. B. Deming, Caro, Mich., permit. 
December 1—Evansville, Ind.—U. S. Court—Examiner Conley: 
* MC 66817 Sub. 16—Whitney Transfer Co., Bowling Green, Ky., ce! 
tificate to extend operations. 
December i1—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Examiner Myers: 
MC 101050 Sub. 1—Usher Trucking, Inc., Wabash, Ind., permit to ex- 
tend operations. 
December 1—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick—Examiner Dawson: 
MC 69752 Sub. 1—Zuzich Truck Line, Kansas City, Mo., permit to 
extend operations. 
December 1—Minneapolis, Minn.—Nicollet Hotel—Examiner Peterson: 
1. & S. M-1855—Vegetables, wool, Wis. to Minn. points. 
December 1—Newark, N. J.—Industrial Bldg.—Examiner Messer: 
MC 2880 Sub. 1—Somerset Bus Co., Inc., Mountainside, N. J. 
December 1—Pasco, Wash.—Pasco Hotel—Jt. Bd. 81: 
MC 573 Sub. 7—Mogul Transportation Co., Portland, Ore., certificate 
to extend operations, ; 
MC 2789 Sub. 5—West Coast Transport Co., Seattle, Wash., certifi 
cate to extend operations. 
MC 59493 Sub. 7—Silver Eagle Co., Portland, Ore., certificate to © 
tend operations, 
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units may be leased 


_ TULSA e High safety standards—low insurance rates 
08 : foKLAHOMA CITY e Live steam for manufacturing purposes 
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WANTED 


CARS — Tank, Refrigerator, Hop- 
per, Gondola, Dump, Etc. 


Get up on present prices 
This may be the time to liquidate them! 


LOCOMOTIVES — All types. 
CAR REPAIR PARTS. 
RELAYING RAILS. 





Request 
our popular 
WEAREVER Pencil 
when responding. 


Also your Inquiries for above. 


IRON & STEEL PRODUCTS, Inc. 
13450S. Brainard Ave., Chicago, Illinois 


“ANYTHING containing IRON or STEEL”’ 


36 years’ experience 





HERE'S THE SPEED YOU WANT! 


National Defense places an additional responsibility 
on business, industry and transportation. More 
than ever, you want speed for shipments you send 
— speed in getting your orders delivered. RAILWAY 
Express does the trick! Fast, economical, nation- 
wide. No extra charge for pick-up and delivery 
within our regular vehicle limits in all cities and 
principal towns. Phone 


AGENCY 


NATION-WIDE RAIL-AIR SERVICE 


SOUTHERN STEAMSHIP COMPANY 


HOUSTON'S PIONEER LINE 





BETWEEN PHILADELPHIA, PA., and HOUSTON, TEXAS 


Sailings every Wednesday in both directions; subject to change 
without notice ° 


From PHILADELPHIA From HOUSTON, TEX. 
Pier 46, South Wharves Municipal Wharves 


Freight Received between Seaboard-Texas and Southwestern points; 
subject to prior reservation 





WETZEL DROP FRONT TARIFF FILES 


(IN SECTIONS) 


THE EASIEST WAY 


PRESERVE TARIFFS AND SAVE 
TIME AND FLOOR SPACE BY 
FILING YOUR TARIFFS FLAT. 


2, 3,4 AND 6 INCH DROP FRONT 
FILES ARE INTERCHANGEABLE 
ANDPROVIDE FOR ALL SIZES AND 
SUPPLEMENTS IN THEIR PROPER 


SREDEE 
I 







pnt ciel 








jpoeoulraar 













WRITE FOR INFORMATION 


P. A. WETZEL & SON 
408 S. LOMBARD AVE., OAK PARK, ILL. 








December 1—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Examiner Pierce. 
MC 92124 Sub. 2—T. B. Reed, Princeton, N. J., certificate to exteng 
operations. 
l. & S. M-1863—Canned goods, Philadelphia to Newark. 
December 1—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Macomber: 
* 28705—Buchman Manufacturing Co. vs. P. R. R. 
December 1—Providence, R. |.—Narragansett Hotel—Jt. Bd. 18: 
MC 100061, 
certificate, 
MC 102764—Providence-North Scituate Line, Providence, R. I, 


tificate. 


December 1—Raleigh, N. C.—Hotel Sir Walter—Examiner Livingstone. 
MC 93980 Sub. 7—Vance Trucking Co., Inc., Henderson, N. C., certif. 





TRAFFIC WORL) 


Sub. 1—Skylines, Mapleville District of Burrillville, R. & 


cer- 


cate to extend operations. a: 
December 1—Richmond, Va.—Hotel Richmond—Examiner Joyner: 4. 
MC 102767—E. G. Bowles, Richmond, Va., certificate. % 
December i—St. Louis, MO.—York Hotel—Examiner Angle: . 


* MC 50132 Sub. 6—Central & Southern Truck Lines, East St. Louis. 
Ill., certificate or permit to extend operations. 
December 2—Albuquerque, N. M.—Hotel Hilton—Jt. Bd. 87: 
MC 43458 Sub. i—Shufflebarger Transfer & Storage Co., Inc., Alby. 
* querque, 


December 2—Baltimore, Md.—Public Service Comm.—Examiner Hobbs: 


. oe 


N. M., certificate. 


Rig! 
« 


MC 838—Major Transfer Co., Inc., Baltimore, Md. 
MC 68925—H. C. Umberger, Baltimore, Md. 


The Zebulon B. Vance, one of the 37 liberty ships to be 


LIBERTY SHIP LAUNCHING 


constructed in the yards of the North Carolina Shipbuilding 
Corporation, Wilmington, N. C., was scheduled to go down the 
ways December 6, according to the Maritime Commission. She * 
was to be christened by Mrs. J. Melville Broughton, wife of the ; 
Governor of North Carolina. 


Hearing 
Hearing 
Hearing 
Hearing 
Hearing 
Hearing 
Hearing 


November 27, Fed¢ral BHldg., 


Hearing 








THE SECRET °F AUTOMATIC SUCCESSFUL 


TARIFF FILING = 

THE EXPANSION ano 
COMPRESSION 
DRAWER 


THE EXCLUSIVE 
EXPANDING AND 
COMPRESSING 
DRAWER GIVES a 9- 
inch “V" opening even 
to the full tariff drawer 
when in use and 
tects the contents when 


closed. 


Write for complete 
information 


AUTOMATIC FILE & INDEX CO. 
629 West Washington Bivd., Dept. A-90, Chicago, lil. 











CHANGES IN DOCKET 
MC F-1666, November 18, Atlanta, Ga., canceled. 
MC 102360, November 22, Madison, Wis., canceled. 
MC F-4, November 15, Harrisburg, Pa., canceled. 
MC F-1674, November 17, Brooklyn, N. Y., canceled. 
MC 67916 Sub. 1, November 17, Cincinnati, O., canceled, 
MC F-1671, November 17, Jackson, Miss., canceled. 
MC 102830, November 19, Baltimore, Md., postponed to 
Hagerstown, Md., Examiner Hobbs. 
MC 81837, November 21, Brooklyn, N. Y., canceled. 
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@ Have you often wished you knew the real “ow-down"— 


the authoritative facis—about getting a better job and 
bigger pay in transportation work? Then you will welcome 
our free copy of ‘“‘Opportunities in Traffic Management 
. . . a comprehensive, 48-page, illustrated survey <<. = 
vital subject, and of how to win to $3,000—$5,000—$7," 
and even higher-salaried executive jobs by the scientific 
way of expert, sparetime training. It shows you. how ot 
from where you are to where you want to be—in a field 0! 
more and bigger possibilities than ever! Hit-or-miss leat 

by slow “experience” while the years fly by, is replace e. 
| specific, step-by-step instruction in every phase of -— 
management that in the quickest time qualifies Lage i. 
bigger-pay work. This is the direct route many have = : 
from clerkships and commonplace routine to managers t. 
that only ability commands! Does such a future meen “ 
you? If so, write today for this booklet. There is no 0 8 
tion, and you will find it highly interesting. 


eLaSallee 


EXTENSION UNIVERSITY 


A Correspondence Institution 
Dept. 1195-TA CHICAGO, ILL. 






















